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COMMITTEE ON SELECTION OF THE DIRECTOR
OF THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Executive o 22859

TRIS AND FABRIC, YARN OR FIBER CONTAINING
TRIS
CPSC issues additional Interpretation on banned hazard-
ous substances; effective 5-5-77 ................. 22878

CRUDE OIL
FEA proposes amendments regarding pricing of oil from
Alaska's North slope; comments by 5-19-77. ___ 22839

MIXED OXIDE FUEL
NRC assesses impact of President's 4-7-77 statement
on "Nuclear Power Policy" on the Commission's 11-11-
75 policy statement, comments by 6-3-77 ............ 22964

FUEL RATE SCHEDULES
FPC terminates rulemaking proceedings regarding pro-
tection against abuse in administration of adjustment
clauses; effective 4-26-77.................... ...... 22897

POWER LAWN MOWERS
CPSC proposes safety standards; comments by 7-5-77
(Part 11 of this issue) .............................. ...... 23051

CONSUMER DISPUTES
FTC proposes to protect the identity of complainants
in certain proceedings; comments by 6-6-77 - 22897

FEDERAL CRIME INSURANCE PROGRAM
HUD/FIA proposes amendments to existing protective
device requirements as condition of coverage; commentsby 6-6-77 ............. ....... .......... 22900

VETERANS BENEFITS
VA amends regulations regarding eligibility for educa-
tional assistance benefits for persons entering the
armed forces after 1-1-77; effcctive 1-1-77...... 22868

BROKERS AND DEALERS
FRS establishes uniform margin requirements for writing
options; effective 6-1-77.22862

FISHERY MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION
State publishes applications for permits to fish off U.S.
Coast (Part III of this issue).-.. - 23073

cOutINmuED ImSim

highlights
SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS........... 23027



reminders
(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FDMasL RESMIER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal

significance. Since this list Is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

DOT/FAA-Standard instrument approach
procedures; changes and additions.

20117; 4-18-77
Standard instrument approach proce-

dures; changes and additions-. 17106;
3-31-77

Standard instrument approach proce-
dures; operations established,
amended, suspended or revoked at
certain airports in Connecticut and
Minnesota .................. 18391; 4-7-77

FCC-Radio broadcast services; FM as-
signment, Plymouth, Ohio.... 16625;

3-29-77
HEW/FDA: Cepha antibiotic drugs, sterile

cefazolin sodium; revision of pH
values and increase in samples sub-
mitted for certification .......... 18058;

4-5-77
Oligosaccharide antibiotic drugs, sterile

neomycin sulfate and polymyxin B
sulfate solution; revised pH limit.

18059; 4-5-77

Submissions of data and reports, dealer
and distributor records; certification
and identification labels ..... _... 18061;,

4-5-77
International Women's Year National Com-

mission on Observance: Alaska Wom-
en, 5-6 and 5-8-77 ...............

Georgia Women, 5-6 and 5-7-77 ..........

List of Public Laws

NoTE: No public bills which have become
law were received by the Office of the Federal
Register for inclusion in today's LIsT or
PuBLic LAWS.

AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK
The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR

notice, 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed to remain in the program:

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday

NRC USDA/ASCS NRC USDA/ASCS

DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHIS DOT/COAST GUARD - USDA/APHIS

DOT/NHTSA US)A/FNS DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS

DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA

DOT/OHMO CSc DOT/OHMO CSC

DOT/OPSO LABOR DOT/OPSO LABOR

HEW/FDA HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday.

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis-
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers
appearing on opposite page.

4 Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays. or on oficial Federal4*r19\ holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register. National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C.,

9.. , Ch.'l15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Oh. I). Distribution
Z is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Ofico, Washington, D.C. 20402.

The Fpm=L REGIST provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the Issuing agency.

The F mrAL RxorsTua will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable
In advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402.

There are no restrictions onuthe republication of material appearing In the FDEAL RISTx.
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE
Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries

may be made by dialing 202-523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue:
Subscription orders (GPO) .........
Subscription problems (GPO)..
"Dial - a --Regulation" (recorded

summary of highlighted docu-
-ments appearing in next day's
issue).

Scheduling of documents for
publication.

Copies of. documents appearing in
the Federal Register.

Corrections -------------------------..........
Public Inspection Desk.-...............
Finding Aids_ ...............................

Public Briefings:. "'How To Use the
Federal Register." -

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)..
Finding'Aids ---------------------------

202-783-3238
202-275-3050
202-523-5022

523-5220

523-5240

523-5286
523-5215
523-5227
523-5282

523-5266
523-5227

PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Executive Orders and Proclama-

tions.
Weekly Compilation of Presidential

Documents.
Public Papers of the Presidents._..
Index . - ------

PUBLIC LAWS:
Public Law dates and numbers....
Slip Laws .-------------------
U.S. Statutes at Large .........
Index......----------------

U.S. Governm ent M anual. --- - --'-'

Automation --- -------

Special Projects...-----

HIGHLIGHTS-Continued

RAIL LINES IN PENNSYLVANIA
ICC publishes results of evaluation of six light-density
rail lines (Part IV of this issue) ................. 23077

PRIVACY ACT
Justice adopts routine uses for certain systems of
records---- ----.............. .------.. --............... 22953
CPSC amends regulations; effective 5-5-77 ................... 22878
CPSC announces elimination of a system of records; ef-
fective 5-5-77.--....................................................... 22922

MEETINGS-
DOD/AF: USAF Scientific Advisory Board (2 docu-

•ments), 6-8, 6-9, 6-28 and 6-29-77 .............. 22922
Armed Forces Institute of Pathology Scientific Ad-

visory Board, 5-25 and 5-26-77 . ....... 22922
EPA: Subcommittee For Automotive Catalytic Con-

verter Exhaust Studies, 5-23-77 ............................. 22909
HEW/HRA: Nursing Research and Education Advisory

Committee, 6-21 thru 6-24-77 ................ 22937
NSF: Anthropology Advisory Panel, 5-24 and

5-25-77 ............. --........................... 22962
Population Biology Advisory Panel, 5-23 and

5-24-77 ............................... 22962

NRC: ACRS Reactor Fuel Subcommittee, 5-20-77
ACRS Electrical Systems, Control, and Instrumenta-

tion Subcommittee, 5-20-77....". .
OTP. U.S. INMARSAT Preparatory Committee Working

Group, 5-26-77.
State: International Intellectual Property Advisory

Committee, 6-1-77 .. ..........
Overseas School Advisory Council, 6-1-77..-

DOT/CG: National Boating Safety Advisory Council,
Visual Distress Signal Subcommittee, 5-23-77_.

VA: Cooperative Studies Evaluation Committee, 6-6thru6--7

22965

22965

22966

22967
22967

22968

22969

CANCELLED MEETINGS--
DOT/CG: National Boating Safety Advisory Council,

5-24 and 5-25-77.-- - - 22968

RESCHEDULED MEETING-
DOT/OPSO: Technical Pipeline Safety Standards Com-

mittee, 6-7 and 6-8-77 - 22968

SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUEPart 1!, cPsc_..Part III, State...........

Part-IV, ICC.

23051
23073
23077
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523-5235
523-5235
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THE PRESIDENT
Executive Orders
Commttteb on Selection of the Di-

rector of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation --------------- 22859

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL

DEVELOPMENT
Notices
Authority delegations:

Administrator; order of succes-
sion --------------------- 22966

Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, et al.,.,
principal officers; operational
program grants ------------ 22967

Egypt, Mission Director; loan
agreements, etc.; correction-- 22967

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules
Oranges, navel, grown in Ariz. and

Calif ---------------------- 22874
Pears, plums and peaches grown

in Calif ------------------- 22875

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
See also Agricultural Marketing

Service; Federal Grain Inspec-
tion Service; Forest Service.

Rules
Import quotas and fees; cheese,

certain, price determination--. 22874

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT
Notices
Meetings:

Scientific Advisory Board, Aero-
space'Vehicles Panel Commit-
tee ---------------------- 22922

Scientific Advisory Board, For-
eign Technology Division Ad-
visory Group ------------- 22922

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS
BUREAU

Notices
Authority delegations:

Regional Regulatory Adminis-
trators; trade name informa-
tion disclosure ------------- 22968

Regional Regulatory Adminis-
trators et al.; compromise of
tax liabilities ------------- 22968

ANTITRUST DIVISION, JUSTICE
DEPARTMENT

Notices
Competitive impact statements

and proposed consent judg-
ments; U.S. versus listed com-
panies:

Foremost-McKesson, Inc ---- 22951

ARMY DEPARTMENT
Notices
Meetings:

Armed Forces Institute of Pa-
thology Scientific Advisory
Board ----------------- 22922

contents
CANADA AND UNITED STATES, INTERNA-

TIONAL JOINT COMMISSION
Notices
Pollution 'problems, Lake Huron

and Lake Superior; hearings.- 22949

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
Notices
Hearings, etc.:

Air New England, Inc -------- 22919
Air Wisconsin, Inc ----------- 22920
British Alhways ..... 22918
Deutsche Lufthansa, Aktienge-

sellschaft --------------- 22919
International Air Transport As-

sociation--------------- 22915'
Trans World Airlines, Inc --- 22921

'COAST GUARD
Rules
Claims other than contract

claims; amendments to settle-
ment procedures ------------ 22879

Proposed -Rules'
Dangerous cargoes; handllnk,

transfer, and transportation;
qualifications' of personnel;
correction ----------------- 22903

Notices
Meetings:

Boating Safety National Advi-
sory Council, Capacity Label
Subcommittee; cancelled.... 22968

Boating Safety National Advi-
sory Committee, Visual Dis-
tress Signal Subcommittee_- 22968

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT-
See also Economic Development

Administration.
Notices
Committees; establishment, re-

newals, etc.:
South Atlantic Fishery Manage-

ment Council Advisory Panel 22921

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOP-
MENT, OFFICE OF. ASSISTANT SECRE-
TARY

Notices
Cartographic information pro-

gram, basic; interagency agree-
ment with Geological Survey;
cross reference ------------- 212937

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

Rules
Privacy Act; implementation.... 22878
TRIS; additional interpretations 22878
Proposed Rules
Lawn mowers, power; safety

standards ---------------- 23051
Notices
Privacy Act; systems of records. 22922

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
See Air Force Department; Army

Department.

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION
Notices
Environmental statements; avail-

ability, etc.:
New York City reservoirs ---- 22922

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Registration applications, etc.;

controlled substances:
Noell, John S., M.D ---------- 22950
Sigma Chemical Co --------- 22950
U.S. Pharmacopelal Conven-

tion, Inc ------------------ 2251

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Import determination petitions:

Daco Manufacturing, Inc --- 22921

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Rules
Air quality implementation plans;

various States, etc.:
Alabama --------------------- 22869

Proposed Rules
Air quality implementation plans;

various States, etc.:
Iowa ---------------------- 22902

Notices
Air pollution; standards of per-

formance for new stationary
sources:

Alabama, authority delegation.. 22905
Air quality implementation plans;

various States, etc.:
Colorado, required revisions.... 22008

Meetings:
Environmental Measurements

Advisory Committee; Automo-
tive Catalytic Converter Ex-
haust Studies Subcommittee.. 22909

Pesticide registration:
Applications ---------------- 22900

Pesticides; specific exemptions and
experimental use permits:

Freers Elm Arrester et al ---- 22005
Stauffer Chemical Co. et al.... 22909

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Airworthiness directives:

Boeing ---------------------- 22863
Boeing; correction ----------- 22862
Dowty Rotol ---------------- 22862

Standard instrument approach
procedures ----------------- 22803

Proposed Rules
Airport aid program; nondiscrimi-

nation; extension of time ---- 22896
Airworthiness directives:

Societe Nationale Industrielle
Aerospatiale ---------- __22896
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CONTENTS

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
-COMMISSION

Rules
Maritime services, land and ship-

board stations:
Ship and coast stations, fre-

quencies for radiotelephony
service (2 documents)__ 22869-22872

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Petroleum price regulations, man-

datory:-
-Gasoline, leaded aind unleaded-- 22881

Proposed Rules
Petroleum allocation and price

regulations, mandatory:
Alaska North Slope, crude oil

.pricing and entitlements
" treatment ---------------- 22889

Notices
Environmental statements; avail-

ability, etc.:
Wisconsin Public Service Corp.,

Weston Generating Sta.,
Powerplant 2 ------------- 22922

Information and computer re-
quirements, State andlocal gov-
ernments; computer support
contract clause; inquiry ------ 22923

FEDERAL GRAIN INSPECTION SERVICE
Notices
Grain standards; inspection

points:
Indiana ------------------- 22909

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Flood Insurance Program, Na-

tional:
Communities eligible for sale of

insurance (3 documents)--- 22865-
22867

Proposed Rules
Crime insurance program, Fed-

eral:
Protective device requirements;

condition of coverage ------- 22900

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSI6N
Notices
Inactive tariffs; -independent car-

riers in foreign commerce ---- 22923
FEDERAL PAPERWORK COMMISSION
Notices
Hearings; cancelled ------------ 22922

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
proposed Rules
Electric utilities:

Rate schedules filings; fuel ad-
justment clauses; withdrawn_ 22897

Notices
Hearings, etc.:

Algonquin Gas Transmission
Co ------ ----------- 22925

Ft. Pierce Utility Authority, et
al----------------------22928

Gillring Oil Co --------------- 22928
Gruy Management Service Co__ 22927

Gulf States Utilities Co......- 22929
Kentucky Ohio Gas Co ------- 22926
Public Service Co. of Indiana,

Inc --------------------- 22929
Wisconsin Electric Power Co,

and Wisconsin Michigan
Power Co ------------------ 22931

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Rules
Credit by brokers and dealers:

Uniform margin requirements
for writing options --------- 22862

Equal credit opportunity:
Interpretations -------------- 22861

Proposed Rules
Credit by brokers and dealers:

Options exchange specialists,
. credit ------------------- 22894

Notices
Applicatloits, etc.:

Farmbanc Co --------------- 22935
First International Bancshares,
Inc --------------------- 22935

North Fork Corp ------------- 22935
Texas Commerce Bancshares,
Inc --------------------- 22935

Winters National Corp -------- 22936

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Rules
Prohibited trade practices:

General Electric Co ---------- 22876
National Service Industries, Inc. 22876
Sears, Robbuck & Co ---------- 22876

Proposed Rules
Procedures and practice rules:

Nonadjudicative procedures;
complainants names; dis-
closure ------------------- 22897

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Rules
Fishing:

Tewaukon National Wildlife
Refuge, N. Dak ------------ 22874

Proposed Rules
Hunting:

Hatchie National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Tenn ...--------------- 22903

FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Environmental statements; avail-

ability, etc.:
Idaho Panhandle National For-

est; Boulder Planning Unit,
Idaho ------------------- 22915

Environmental statements under
preparation as of March 15,
1977 ---------------------- 22909

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Notices
Cartographic information pro-

gram, basic; interagency agree-
ment with HJD/CP&D ------- 22940

Coal mining plans:
Utah ---------------------- 22940

HEALTH,, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See7Health Resources Administra-
tion.

Rules
Nondiscrimination:

Handicapped in federally-as-
sisted programs; correction-- 22888

HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Meetings:

Advisory Committees; June... 22937

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Community Planning and De-
velopment, Office of Assistant
Secretary; Federal Insurance
Administration.

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU
Proposed Rules
Irrigation projects, operation and

maintenance charges:
San Carlos, Ariz ..------------ 22902

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
See Fish and Wildlife Service; Ge-

ological Survey; Indian Affairs
Bureau; Land Management Bu-
reau; National Park Service.

INTERNATIONALWOMEN'S YEAR OBSERV-
ANCE, NATIONAL COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings:

Alaska Women's Coordinating
Committee --------------. . 22961

Georgia Women's Coordinating
Committee ...............-22961

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Rules
Railroad car service orders; vari-

ous companies:
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul &

Pacific Rairoad Co ----- 22880
Notices
Abandonment of railroad serv-

Ices, etc.:
Clarendon & Plttsford Railroad

Co ----------------- 22976
Illinois Central Gulf Railroad

Co ------------------- 22981
Illinois Terminal Railroad Co__ 22973
Southern Railway Co -------- 2 23103

Car service rules, mandatory; ex-
emptions (2 documents) ---- 22978

Fourth section applications for re-
lief ---------------- -- 22970

Hearing assignments ----------- 22970
Motor carriers:

Transfer proceedings (2 docu-
ments) 22970

Petitions, applications, finance
matters (including temporary
authorities), railroad abandon-
ments, alternate route devia-
tions, and intrastate applica-
tions ------------- 22997

Rail transportation:
Pennsylvania, light-density rail

lines; evaluatidn --------- 23077
Rerouting of traffic:

Birmingham Southern Railroad,
et al ------------------- 22978
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CONTENTS

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
See also Antitrust Division, Jus-

tice Department; Drug Enforce-
ment Administration.

Notices
Privacy Act; systems of records-- 22953

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU
Notices
Airport leases:

Alaska --------------------- 22940
Arizona -------------------- 22940

Applications, etc.:
New Mexico (2 documents) ---- 22938,

22939
Washington, et al------------ 22937

Outer Continental Shelf:
Oil and gas lease sales; re-

stricted joint bidders, lisLt___ 22939
Recreation management, access,

etc.:
Rouge National Wild and Scenic

River, Oreg -------------- 22937
Withdrawal and reservation of

lands, proposed, etc.:
California; corrections (2 doc-

uments) ------------------ 22938
MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION

BUREAU
See also Pipeline Safety Opera-

tions Office.
Rules
Radioactive materials, low-level;

air transportation of limited
quantities; exemption renewal- 22880

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Breath alcohol measuring devices;

qualified products ljst; correc-
tion ------------------------ 22968

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Notices
Boundary descriptions:

National Historic Landmarks
Program ----------------- 22941

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Notices
Meetings:

AnthropologyAdvisory Panel--- 22962
Population Biology Advisory

Panel -------------------- 22962

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
BOARD

Notices
Safety recommendations and ac-

cident reports; availability, re-
sponses, etc ---------------- 22962

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Rules
Early site reviews and limited work

authorizations; rules of prac-
tice ----------------------- 22882

Notices
Meetings,

Reactor Safeguards Advisory
Committee (2 .documents)___ 22965

Mixed oxide fuel; order -------- 22964

Applications, etc.:
Alabama Power Co ----------- 22966
Consumers Power Co --------- 22966

PIPELINE SAFETY OPERATIONS OFFICE
Notices
Meetings:

Technical Pipeline Safety
Standards Committee ------- 22968

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
Rules
Sunshine Act; implementation-- 22865

STATE DEPARTMENT
See also Agency for International

Development.
Notices
Fishing permits, applications:

Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics ------------------- 23073

Meetings:
International Intellectual Prop-

erty Advisory Committee.... 22967
Overseas Schools Advisory

Council ------------------ 22067

TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY OFFICE
Notices
Meetings:

INMARSAT Preparatory Com-
mittee Working Group ---- 22066

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
See Coast Guard; Federal Avia-

tion Administration; Materials
Transportation Bureau; Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety
Administration; Pipeline Safety
Operations Office.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
See Alcohol, Tobacco and Fire-

arms Bureau.

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Adjudication; pensions, compen-

sation, dependency, etc.:
Educational assistance benefits;

eligibility ----------------- 22868
Notices
Meetings:

Cooperative Studies Evaluition
Committee ---------------- 22969
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue
The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's

issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, -covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second Issue of the month.

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected
_by documents published since the revision date of each title.

3 CFR

EXECUTIVE ORDERs:
11971 (Amended by EO 11982)__ 22859
11982 --- -------------------- 22859
7 CFR
6 --------------------------- 22874
907 ------------------------- 22874
917 ------------------------- 22875
10 CFR

50 -------------------------- 22882
212 ------------------------- 22881
PROPOSED RULES:

211--- ------------------- 22889
212 ------------------------- 22889

12 CFR
202 -----------------------------
220 ---------------------------- -

16 CFR
13 (3 documents) -------------- 22$76
1014 ------------------------ 22878
1500 --------------------------- 22878
PROPOSED RULES:

2 ----------------------- 22897
1205 --------------------- 23052

18 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

35 ---------------------- 22897

20 CFR
200 ---------------------------- 22865

24 CFR
1914 (3 documents) ------- 22805-22867

22861 PROPOSED RULES:
22862 . 1M9.

PROPOSED RULES:

220 ------------------------ 22894 25 CFR

14 CFR

22900

22902
PROPOSED RULES:

221
393 (3 documents) -------- 22862,22863
97 22RR 33 CFR

40 CFR
52 ---------- - --- 22869

PROPOSED RULES:
52 ---------------------- 22902

45 CFR
84 --- ..-------------------------22888

46 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

22903
22903
22903

47 CFR
81 (2 documents) --------- 22869-22872
83 (2 documents) ---- ---. 22869-22872

49 CFR
172 ------------------------- 22880
175 ------------------------- 22880
1033 -------------. ..----------- 22880

50 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:

39 ---------------------- 22896
152 ---------------------- 22896

25 -------------------------- 22879 33.

38 CFR "

3 --------------------------- 22868
PROPOSED RULES:
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING MAY

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during May.

1 CFR
Ch. I ---------------- ------- 22125

3 CFR
EXECUTIVE ORDERS:
11971 (Amended by EO 11982) -.- 22859
11982 ---------------.--------- 22859
5 CFR
213 --------------------- 22355, 22356

7 CFR

6 ------------------------------- 22874
52 ----------------------------- 22356
271 ---------------------------- 22356
701 ---------------------------- 22358
907 -------- ----------------- 22874
910 ------------------------- 22359
917 ------------------------- 22875
959 ------------------------- 22125
1068 ------------------------ 22360
1421 ------------------------ 22126
1430 ------------------------ 22126

8 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

103 ---------------------- 22148
244 ---------------------- 22148
299 ---------------------- 22149

9 CFR
78 ----------------------------- 22370
301 ---------------- --- 22373
307 ------------------------- 22373
308 ---------------------------- 22373
310 ------------------------ 22373
318 ------------------------- 22373
320" ------------------------- 22373
325 ------------------------- 22373
327 ------------------------- 22373
331 ------------------------- 22373
350 ------------------------- 22373
354 ------------------------- 22373
355 ------------------------- 22373
362 ------------------------- 22373
381 ------------------------- 22373
390 ------------------------- 22373
391 ------------------------- 22373

PROPOSED RULES:
1 ------------------------- 22374
2 ------------- ---------- 22374
3 -------------------------- 22374

10 CFR
2 ------------------------------ 22128
50 ----------------------------- 22882
212 -------------------- 22131,22881

PROPOSED RULES:

2 -------------------------- 22168
170 ----------------------- 22149
211 ---------------------- 22889
212 ---------------- 22374, 22889

1 CFR
202 ---------------------------- 22861
220 ---------------------------- 22862
226 ----------------------------- 22360
329 ----------------------------- 22362

PROPOSED RULES:

220 ----------------------- 22894
225 ------------------------ 22560
329 ----------------------- 22378

13 CFR

500 ---------------------------- 22135
520 ----------------------..----- 22135
551 ---------------------------- 22135
552 ---------------------------- 22136
553 ---------------------------- 22137
554 ..................... 22137
555 ................ t ------------ 22137
560 ---------------------------- 22137

14 CFR

39 ---------------- 22137,22862,22863
71 ----------------------------- 22138
91 -------------------------- 22139
97 ----------------------------- 22863

PROPOSED RULES:
39 ------------------- 22172,22896
71 ----------------- 22172, 22173
152 ---------------------- 22896

15 CFR

50 -----

16 CFR

26 CFR

301 ------------------------- 22143

27 CFR

178 ---------------------------- 22144
181 ---------------------------- 22144

28 CFR

0 ------------------------------ 22557

29 CFR
9 ------------------------------ 22364
40 ----------------------------- 22364
1910 --------------------------- 22516

31 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:
215 ----------------------- 22174

33 CFR

22362 25 -------------------------- 22879

36 CFR

13 --------------- 2 -------------- 22876
1014 ------------------------ 22878
1202 ------------------------ 22656
1500 ----------- ------------- 22878

PROPOSED RULES:
2 ----------------------- 22897
1205 ------------------------ 23052

17 CFR
231 - 22139
239 ------------------------- 22139

18 CFR

1000-

PROPOSED RULES:

35 ----------------------

20 CFR

200

PROPOSED RULES:
655-

21 CFR

561 ....................

23 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:
640 --------------------------
642-

24 CFR
2 35 -----------------------------
888 ..............
1914 ------------------- 22865-

PROPOSED RULES:
803 ..........
888 .....
1932 . .............. -------

25 CFR

219 ........

PROPOSED RULES:

221-

7 -------- ---------------- 22557

37 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

4 ----------------------- 22378

38 CFR
3 ------------------------------ 22868

39 CFR
PROPOSED RTYLES:

111 ----------------------- 22176

40 CFR
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presidential documents
Title 3-The President

Executive Order 11982 ° April 29, 1977

Committee on Selection of the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation

. By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and statutes of the
United States of America, and as President of the United States of America, in order
to extend for 50 days the reporting time for the Committee on Selection of the Director
6f the Federal Bureau of Investigation, Section 3(a) of Executive Order'No. 11971
of February 11, 1977, is hereby amended to read as follows:

"The Committee shall submit to the President and to the Attorney General, no
later than June 11, 1977, a report listing the names of the five persons whom the
Committee considers best qualified to serve as the Director and setting forth such other
information as the President or the Attorney General may require.".

THE WHrrE HousE,

April 29, 1977.

[FR Doc.77-13116 Filed 5-4-77;11: 15 am]
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rules and reulations
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are

kbyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed In the first FEDERAL

REGISTER issue of each month.

Title 12-Banks and Banking
CHAPTER il-FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
SUBCHAPfTER A-BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF

THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
[Reg. B;fDocket No. P-00971

PART 202-EQUAL CREDIT OPPORTUNITY
Interpretations

AGENCY:- Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.
ACTION: Interpretations.

SUMMARY: In response to a request to
determine whether two California laws
are -inconsistent with -the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act and Regulation B, and
therefore preempted, the Board has is-
sued two interpretations of its'Regula-
tion B, Equal Credit Opportunity. The
Board'has determined that the Califor-
nia law requiring the delivery of a dis-
closure'to credit applicants explaining
the obligation undertaken by co-signers
and the California law requiring trans-
lation of all notifications and loan docu-
mentsinto Spanish are not inconsistent,
with the Act and regulation.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 27, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

- TACT:
Ann J. Geary, Acting Chief, Equal
Credit -Opportunity Section, Division
of Consumer Affairs, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C, 20551 (202-452-
3946)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Pursuant to its authority under section
'705 (f) of the Equal Credit Opportunity
Act to determine whether State laws are
inconsistent with the Act and Regula-
tion B, the Board has issued the follow-
ing interpretations of Regulation B.
which implements the Act.

-Therefore, §§202.1101 and 202.1102
are added to Part 202 to read as follows:
§ 202.1101 California law requiring de-

liyery of notices to unmarried co-
signers is not consistent with Equal
Credit Opportunity Act.

(a) The Board has been asked to de-
termine whether certain provisions of
-the California Civil Code are inconsist-
ent with the Federal Equal Credit Op-
portunity Act (the ECOA) and Regu-
lation B. The ECOA preempts those
State laws that -are inconsistent with
it, unless the State law provides greater
protection to the applicant. Section
202.11(b) (1) of Regulation B further de-
finas the statutory preemption standard
by listing five types of State law that
are deemed inconsistent and less pro-
tective- of an applicant. The Board has
determined, as more fully discussed be-
low, that the notification and Spanish-
language translation requirements of

§§ 1799.90-1799.96 and 1632 of the Cali-
fornia Civil Code are not inconsistent
with the Act and Regulation B.

(b) California Civil Code § 1799.90-
1799.96 require that whenever more than
one person signs a consumer credit con-
tract, each signer must receive a notice
explaining the obligations Imposed by
the contract as well as a copy of all
documents affecting the obligations to
be undertaken. If the signers are mar-
ried to each otheti however, no notice
need be delivered.

(c) Section 202.11(b) (1) (1) of Regu-
ation B provides that if a State law
"* * * requires or permits a practice or
act prohibited by the Act or (Regula-
tion B) ," it is preempted. In order to de-
termine whether favoring unmarried ap-
plicants over married applicants when
delivering notices Is a practice intended
to be prohibited by the ECOA, the scope
and purpose of the Act must be Identi-
fied.

(d) The Act forbids discrimination In
the granting of credit on several bases,
but marital status is the only prohibited
basis relevant to this discussion. The pur-
pose of the Act as stated in section 502is:

i: * to require that financial InstItutions
and other firms engaged in the extension of
credit make that credit equally availablo to
ali creditworthy customers without regard
to * 0 * marital status.

'(e) Although the State law in ques-
tion clearly discriminates on the basis
of marital status by requiring protections
for unmarried co-signers not required for
married ones, the Board has determined
that the discrimination Is not the type
prohibited by the Act because the State
law doesnot inhibit the equal availability
of .credit to all creditworthy customers.
The Board believes that a law requiring
the delivery of a notice affects neither
the availability of credit nor the credit-
worthiness of the applicant to the extent
that would-render it inconsistent with
the Act and Regulation B, unless:

(1) The notice conveys information
that is inconsistent with the intent of the
Act or Regulation B; or

(2) The State law prohibits delivery
of a notice required by the Act or Regu-
lation B.

(f) Accordingly, the Board has deter-
mined that §§ 1799.90-1799.96 of the Cal-
ifornia Civil Code requiring notifications
for co-signers are not inconsistent with
Regulation B. Creditors will not violate
the Equal Credit Opportunity Act or
Regulation B by complying with this
State law.

202.1102 California law requiring
Spanish translation of credit docu-
ments is not inconsistent with Equal
Credit Opportunity Act.

(a) California Civil Code § 1632 gen-
erally requires that any person who ne-
gotiates primarily in the Spanish lan-
guage orally or in writing in ,the course
of entering into certain transactions, in-
cluding some consumer credit contracts,
must display a Spanish-language notice
advising customers that they may request
an unexecuted Spanish-language con-
tract or agreement. Section 1799.91 re-
quires that where the notice to co-
signers, discussed above, is required, a
Spanish translation of the notice must
also be provided.

(b) The Board has been asked to de-
termine whether the State law, by re-
quiring creditors to give preferential
treatment to Spanish-speaking credit
applicants, requires discrimination
against other credit applicants on the
basis of their national origin, and, there-
fore Is preempted by § 20211(b) (1) (i) of
RegulationB.

(c) The Judgment must be made
whether a translation requirement bene-
fitting only one national group frustrates
the intent of the Federal Act and regu-
lation; that is, whether affording special
protection to one group adversely affects
the creditworthiness of other groups or
makes credit less available to them. The
Board has determined that in the casd
or §§ 1632 and 1799.91 of the California
Civil Code, It does not.

- (d) The right to obtain a translation
of documents relating to a consumer
credit transaction does not affect an ap-
plicant's credit-worthiness nor does it
make credit more readily available. It
aids consumers in understanding the ob-
ligation they are ab6ut to incur. The
Federal Equal Credit Opportunity Act
requires that creditors apply their stand-
ards of creditworthiness uniformly with-
out regard to national origin. A State
requirement that contract terms be
made more easily understandable for
one group is therefore not inconsistent
with the Act and Regulation B. Creditors
may comply with the notification and
translation requirements imposed by
sections 1632 and 1799.91 of the Cali-
fornia Civil Code without violating
Regulation B.

(e) This interpretation should not be
construed to condone a refusal to negoti-
ate with certain groups or the discourag-
ing of their applications because they
are afforded special protection by State
law. Such a practice may violate the Act
and regulation.

By order of the Board of Governors,
effective April 27, 1977.

TAsODoxt E. ALyisoN,
Secretary of the Board.

[FRDoc.77-12858 Filed 5-4-7;,8:45 am)
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RULES AND REGULATIOIS

. [Reg. T; Docket No. R-0004]

PART 220--CREDIT BY BROKERS AND
DEALERS

Uniform Margin Requirements for Writing
Options

eral account on the same number of
shares of the same underlying security,
the amount of margin required shall be
the margin on either the put or the call,
whichever is greater, plus any unrealized
loss on the other option.

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the . By order of the Board of Governors,
Federal Reserve System. April 27,1977.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment (1) re-
laxes the rule to permit a put and a call
on the same underlying security but'with
different exercise prices and different ex-
piration dates to be combined for special
margin treatment in the same manner
as a "straddle" (a put and a call with
Identical terms) and (2) deletes refer-
ence in the existing "straddle" rule to
the special bond account and the special
convertible debt security account as it is
impractical to use these accounts for the
described transaction.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 1, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Laura Homer, Chief Attorney, Securi-
ties Credit Regulation, Division of
Banking Supervision and Regulation,
Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Washington, D.C.
20551, 202-452-2782.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments received on the Board's pro-
posal to establish a uniform margin for
the writing of options which appeared
in the FEDERAL REGISTER of August 20,
1975 (40 FR 36390) suggested that the
proposed rule covering special margin
for straddles be enlarged to cover,com-
binations of puts and calls with different
terms. At the time the Board adopted
the proposed rule (FEDERAL REGISTER of
October 5,1976,41 FI 43895) put trading
on exchanges had not been authorized
by the Securities and Exchange Commis
sion. In a letter dated March 4, 1977,
however, the Commission indicated its
approval of the exchange trading of puts
If certain conditions were met. The
Board believes it is appropriate to relax
the rule in this area and to remove the
references to accounts other than the
general account so as to have the amend-
ment effective when put trading begins
on or after Junei, 1977. The Board finds
that notice and public l rocedure thereon
are unnecessary because the amendment
is in response to comments which were'
received on this specific subject in con-
nection with the proposed general rule
and failure to' put this amendment into
effect before put trading begins on ex-
changes would be disruptive to customer
education and industry operations.

Accordingly, pursuant to sections 7
and 23 of the Securities and Exchange
Act of 1934, as amended (15 U.S.C. 78
g and w) the Board amends 12 CPR part
220 as follows:
§ 220.3 General account.

(I) Options * * *
(4) When both a put and a call are

issued, endorsed or guaranteed in a gen-

THEODORE E. ALLISON,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-12854 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Title 14-Aeronautics and Space
CHAPTER I-FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-

ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Docket No. 77-NW-8-AD; Amdt. 39-2881]

PART 39-AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE
ADS Supply Co. and Air Spares Interna-

tional, Inc.; Unapproved Appliances In-
stalled in Boeing Model Airplanes

Correction
In FR Doc. 77-12118 appearing at page

21607 in the issue for Thursday, April 28,
1977, the bracketed material should have
read as set forth above.

[Docket No. 15773; Amd. 39-2890]

PART 39-AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Dowty Rotol Propellers

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This amendment adds a
new airworthiness directive (AD) which
requires inspection and rework, if neces-
sary, of certain Dowty Rotol propellers
to prec lude possible hub failures result-
ing from cracks.
DATES: Effective date: May 19, 1977.
Compliance required at the next pro-
peller overhaul or within the next 4,700
hours propeller time in service after the
effective date of this AD, whichever oc-
curs first, unless already- accomplished.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from Dowty
Rotol Inc., Staverton West, Sully Road,
P.O. Box 5000, Sterling, Virginia, 22170,
telephone 703-450-5930. A copy of the
service bulletin is contained in the rules
docket Rm. 916, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

D. C. Jacobsen, Chief, Aircraft Certifi-
cation Staff, AEU-100, Europe, Africa
and Middle East Region, Federal
Aviation Administration, c/o Ameri-
can Embassy, Brussels, Belgium, Tel.
513.38.30.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations to include an air-
worthiness directive requiring inspection
and rework, if necessary, of certain
Dowty Rotol Type (c) R175/4-30-4/13E
and (c) R212/4-30-4/22 propellers was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER at 41

FR 23420. The proposal was prompted by
reports of propeller hub cracks.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the amendment. No objections
were received. Accordingly, the proposal
Is adopted without change.

The principal authors of this document
are Mr. R. E. Follensbee, Europe, Africa,
and Middle East Region, Mr. F. H. Kelley,
Fight Standards Service, and Mr. S.
Podberesky, Office of the Chief Counsel.

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Adminis-
trator § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulation (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended by adding the following Air-
worthiness Directive:
Dow'r ROTOL: Applies to Dowty Rotol Typo

(c) R175/4-30-4/13E and (c) R212/4-30-
4/22 propellers having hub and driving
center, N/N 601023166, 601023223, or
601023227 modified to Dowty Rotol Mod.
No. (c) VP2381 standard, These pro-
pellers are installed on, but not neces-
sarily limited to, Fokker Model F-27
Mks. 100, 300, and 700 Series and Hawker
Siddeley Model 748 Series 2A airplancs.

Compliance is required at the next pro-
peller overhaul or within the next 4,700
hours propeller time in service after the effoo-
tive date of this AD, whichever occurs first,
unless already accomplished.

To prevent cracking and possible failure
of the hub driving center duo to impropor
machining, accomplish the following:

(a) For Type (c) R175/4-30-4/13V pro-
pellers, that incorporate the following hub
and driving center assemblies, rework the
hub driving center to salvage scheme No,
640144020 in accordance with Paragraph 2A
of Dowty Rotol Service Bulletin 61-857,
dated February 3, 1975, or an equivalent ap-
proved in accordance with paragraph (o)
of this AD:
HUB AND Dirvnia CENTER AssEmaLy SnfiAL

Nu sERS

175/58/67 175/58/146
175/58/72 175/69/184
175/58/91

(b) For Type (c) RI175/4-30-4/13E pro-
pellers that incorporate hub and driving
center assemblies having serial numbers not
listed in paragraph (a) of this AD and Type
(c) R212/4-30-4/22 propellers-
(1) Inspect the hub driving center to verify

correct machining ,in accordance with Para-
graph 2B of Dowty Roto Service Bulletin 01-
857 doted February 3, 197&, or an equivalent
approved in accordance with paragraph (o)
of this AD; and

(2) If the hub driving center is found to
have been incorrectly machined, rework it
to salvage scheme No. 640144020 in accord-
ance with Paragraph 2A of Dowty Roto Serv-
ice Bulletin 61-857, dated February 3, 1975,
or an equivalent approved in accordance witlh
paragraph (c) of this AD.

(c) The equivalent means of compliance
specified in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this
AD must be approved by the Chief, Aircraft
Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa and
Middle East Region c/o American Embassy,
APO New York, N.Y. 09667.

This amendment becomes effective
May 19, 1977.
(Sees. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423): see. 6(c),' Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89.)

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

22862



RULES AlD REGULATIONS

NoTa-The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring prep-
aration of an Economic Impact Statement
under Executive Order 11821, as amended by
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular
A-107.

Issued in Washington D.C. on April
27, 1977.

J. A. FEmuxss,
Acting Director,

- Flight Standards Service.
[FR Doc.77-12947 Filed 5-4-77;8:45am

[Docket No. 77-NW-l-AD (Amdt. 39-2888) 1

PART 39-AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE
Boeing Model 7071720 Series Airplanes
Inboard Engine Nacelle Attach Structure

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule airworthiness direc-
tives (AD). "
SUMMARY: This AD is being issued to
require inspections of the inboard engine
nacelle strut attach structure on Boeing
Model 707/720 series airplanes, to detect
and repair cracks which may exist. Simi-
lar cracks have resulted, in one instance,
in separation of an engine from the air-
frame of a 707-100B airplane in normal
flight. These cracks are likely to occur on
the other 707/720 airplanes. Approxi-
mately 815 -Boeing 707/720 series air-
planes are to be inspected and repaired
as necessary.

DATES: Effective date: May 5, 1977.
Initial compliance required within 100
hours of operating time.
ADDRESSES: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Northwest Region, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, 9010 E.
Marginal Way South, Seattle, Washing-
ton 98124.

FOR FEuT'ER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Maurice P. Cook, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA North-
west Region, 9010 East Marginal Way
South, Seattle, Washington .98108,
telephone 206-767-2516.

SUPPLBEMARY INFORMATION:
Cracks have been found in the inboard
engine nacelle attachment structure on
707/720 series airplanes. Structural

" analysis of the inboard engine nacelle
strut attachment fittings with a failed
inboard mid-spar support fitting shows
that the structure is still fail-safe. How-
ever, the redistribution of loads creates
a severe fatigue environment for the re-
maining attach fittings. Since this con-
dition is likely to occur in other 707/720
series airplanes, an Airworthiness Direc-
tive is being issued which will require
inspections (if (1) the inboard nacelle
strut, inboard and outboard mid-spar
support fittings and if damage is found,
(2) the inboard nacelle strut upper sup-
port fitiings.

This rule was coordinated with the
Boeing Company and the operators
through the Air Transport Association
(ATA) prior to issuance.

Accordingly, 14 CFR 39, Section 39.13
of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended effective May 5, 1977, by add-
ing the following new Airworthiness Di-
rective.
BoaNc: Applies to all Bcelng 707/720 series

airplanes with more than 12.000 hours
time-In-service, certificated In all cate-
gories lsted In Boeing Service Bulletin
No. 3183. Compliance required as Indi-
cated unless already accomplished.

-A. Within the next 100 hours time-in-
service, visually inspect the inboard nacelles
for droop. Inspect fairing straps, access
panels and fairings between strut and wing
for buckles, wrinkles, cracks, elongated holes
and loose or broken fasteners In accordance
with Boeing Telegraphic Message No. M-
7010-2807 or Boeing Service Bulletin No. 3183,
Revision 1. or later approved revisions, or in
a manner approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch. FAA Northwest
Region. If noticeable nacelle droop, unusual
gap conditions or flexure damage to sheet
metal is observed, Inspect in accordance with
paragraph B beloW prior to further flight.

B. Within the next 500 hours time-n-serv-
ice after the effective date of this AD, unless
accomplished within the last 1,000 hours,
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed
1,500 hours tlme-in-servlce, conduct a close
visual inspection with a mirror of the in-
board nacelle strut, inboard and outboard
midspar support fittings, while manually
shaking the nose cowl. Inspections are to be
made in accordance with Boeing Telegraphic
Message No. M-7010-2807 or detail 1 and 2
of Figure 1 of Boeing Service Bulletin No.
3183, Revision 1, or later approved revisions,
or in a manner approved by the Chief, En-
gineering and Manufacturing Branch. FAA
Northwest Region. If cracks are found, In-
spect in accordance with paragraph C below
aqd repair In accordance with paragraph D.

C. If cracks are found in the mid-spar
support fittings, remove the fairings over
the Inboard nacello strut upper support fit-
tings and conduct an eddy current inspection
of the fittings and the upper wing skin at
the two most forward fastener holes on the
inboard flange of the fittings common to the
fitting, the front spar upper chord and the
upper wing skin in accordance with Boeing
NDT Document D6-7170 or in a manner
approved by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest Re-
gion. If cracks are found, repair in accord-
ance tvith paragraph D.

D. Terminating action for this AD is re-
placement or repair of the inboard nacelle
strut inboard and outboard mid-spar support
fittings in accordance with Boeing Service
Bulletin No. 3183, Revision 1, and if dam-
aged, replacement or repair of the inbard
nacelle strut upper support fittings In ac-
cordance with Boeing Service Bulletin No.
3173 or later FAA approved revisions of these
bulletins or modifications approved by the
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA Northwest Region.

E. Airplanes with no more than one tang
of one Inboard nacelle strut mid-spar sup-
port fitting failed maybe flown in accordance
with FAR 21.197 to a base where repairs can
be performed.

The manufacturer's specifications and pro-
cedures Identified and described in this di-
rective are incorporated herein and made a
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.O. 552(a) (1).

-All persons affected by this directive
who have not already received these doc-
uments from the manufacturer may ob-
tain copies upon request to'Boeing Com-
mercial Airplane Company, P.O. Box

22863

3707, Seattle, Washington 98124. The
documents may also be examined at
FAA Northwest Region, 9010 East Mar-
ginal Way South, Seattle, Washington.

This amendment becomes effective
May 5, 1977.

Noz.-An evaluation of the anticipated
Impacts has been made, and it is expected
that the final regulation is neither costly nor
controversial. The preparation of an Eco-
nomi Impact Statement under Exicutive
Order 11821, as amended by Executive Order
11949, and OMB Circular A-107 is not re-
quired.
(Sees. 313(a). 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,
and 1424) and of sec. 6(c) of the Department
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in Seattle, Washington on April
26, 1977.

J. H. Te'nmi,
Acting Director,
Northwest Region.

Nor-The incorporation by reference
provisions In the document was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register on June
19, 1967. The principal author of this docu-
ment are Mr. M. P. Cook, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch. and Mr. R. Salwen,
Office of the Regional Counsel, Northwest
Region.

IFEDoc.77-12855 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am)l

[Docket No. 16763; Amdt. No. 1071]
SUBCHAPTER F-AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL

OPERATING RULES

PART 97-STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This amendment estab-
lishes, amends, suspends, or revokes
Standard Instrument Approach Proce-
dures (SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring In the National Airspace Sys-
tem, such as the commissioning of new
navigational facilities, addition of new
obstacles, or changes in air traffic re-
quirements. These changes are designed
to provde safe and efficient use of the
navigable airspace and to promote safe
flight operations under instrument flight
rules at the affected airports.
DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
Is specified in the amendatory provisions.
ADDRESSES: Availability of matters in-
corporated by reference in the amend-
ment is as follows:

FOR EXAiIKATION
1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA Headquar-

ters Building, 800 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The .EAA Regional Office of the re-
gion in which the affected airport is lo-
cated; or

3. The Flight Inspection Meld Ofce
which originated the SlAP. "
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FOR PURCHASE

Individual SLAP copies may be ob-
tained from:

1. FAA Public Information Center
(AIA-430), FAA Headquarters Building,
800 Independence Avenue, SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the re-
gion in which the affected airport is
located.

BY SUBSCRIPTION

Copies of all SIAPs, mailed weekly, may
be ordered from Superintendent of Doc-
uments, U.S. Government Printing Of-
fice, Washington, D.C. 20402. The cur-
rent annual subscription price is $150;
add $30 for each additional copy mailed
to the same address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William L. Bersch, Flight Procedures
and Airspace Branch (AFS-730), Air-
craft Programs Division, Flight Stand-
ards Service, Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, 800 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591, tele-
phone 202-426-8277.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part
97) prescribes new, amended, suspended,
or revoked Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures (SIAPs). The com-
plete regulatory description of each SIAP
is contained in official FAA form docu-
ments which are incorporated by refer-
ence in this amendment under 5 U.S.C.
552(a), 1 CFR Part 51, and § 97.20 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations
(PARs). The applicable FAA forms are
identified as FAA Forms ,8260-3, 8260-4
and 8260-5. Materials incorporated by
reference are available for examination
or purchase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their com
plex nature, and the need for a special
format make their verbatim publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER expensive and
impractical. Further, airmen do not use
the regulatory text of the SIAPs but
refer to their graphic depiction on charts
printed by publishers of aeronautical ma-
terials. Thus, the advantages of incor-
poration by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
documents is unnecessary. The provisions
of this amendment state the affected
CF (and FAR) sections, with the types
and effective dates of the SIAPs. This
amendment also identifies the airport, its
location, the procedure identification
and the amendment number.

This amendment to Part 97 is effective
on the date of publication and contains
separate SIAPs which have compliance
dates stated as effective dates baseai on
related changes in the National Airspace
System or the application of new or re-
vised criteria. Some SIAP amendments
may have been previously issued by the
FAA in a National Flight Data Center
(FDC) Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) as an
emergency action of immediate flight
safety relaing directly to published aero-
nautical charts. The circumstances
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which created the need for some SIAP
amendments may require making them
effective in less than 30 days. For the
remaining SIAPs, an effective date at
least 30 days after publication is pro-
vided.

Further, the SAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for Ter-
minal Instrument Approach Procedures
(TERPs). In developing these SIAPs, the
TERPs criteria were applied to the con-
ditions existing or anticipated at the af-
fected airports. Because of the close and
immediate relationslp between these
SlAPs and safety in air commerce, I
find that notice and public procedure be-
fore adopting these SIAPs is unneces-
sary, impracticable, or contrary to the
public interest and, where applicable,
that good cause exists for making some
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.

The principal author of this document
is Rudolph L. Fioretti, Flight Standards
Service.

ADoPTo OF THE AmENDBIENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97)
is amended by establishing, amending,
suspending, or revoking Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, effective
on the dates specified, as follows:

I. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * effective June 16, 1977.
Ozark, AL-Blackwell Mleld, VOn Rwy 30,

Amdt. 3
Cartersville, GA-Cartersvllle,- VOR/DM13-A,

Amdt. 1
Cedartown, GA-Cornelius-Moore Field

VOR-A, Amdt. 8
Muncie, IN-Delaware County-Johnson Field,
* VOR Rwy 14, Amdt. 10

Muncie, IN-Delaware County-Johnson Field,
VOR Rwy 20, Amdt. 7

Muncie, IN-Delaware County-Johnson Field.
VOR Rwy 32. Amdt. 8 -

Flint, MI-Bishop, VOR Rwy 9, Amdt. 16
Flint, MI-Bishop, VOR Rwy 18, Amdt. 9
Flint, MI-Bishop, VOR Rwy 27, Amdt. 12
Flint, MI-Bishop, VOR Rwy 36, Amdt. 5
Fairmont, MN-Fairmont Muni, VOR Rwy 13.

Amdt. 2
Fairmont, MN-Fairmont Muni, VOR Rwy 31,

Amdt. 5
Kaunakakai, Molokai, Molokal, VOR-A

(TAC), Amdt. 5
Omaha, NE-Eppley Airfield, VOR Rwy 32L,

Amdt. 5
Barnesville, OH-Barnesvlle-Bradlleld, VOR

Hwy 27, Amdt. 4
Lima, OH-Allen County, VOR Rwy 27, Amdt.

9
Sandusky, OHR-Griffng Sandusky, VOn Rwy

27, Amdt. 1
Kiamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, VOR-B,

Amdt. 1
Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, VORTAC

Rwy 14, Amdt. 4, cancelled
Kiamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, VORTAC

Rwy 32, Amdt. 2, cancelled
Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, VOR/

DME Rwy 14 (TAC), Orig
Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, VOR/

DME Hwy 32 (TAO), Orig
Chester, SC--Chester Muni, VOR/DME Hwy

23, Amdt. 1
Nacogdoches, TX-East Texas Regional,

VOR/DME Rwy 33, Amdt. 3
Gloucester, VA-Gloucester, VOR-A, Amdt.

4

Spokane, WA-Spokane Int'l, VOR Rwy 3,
Amdt. 11

* * * effective June 2, 1977,

Bangor, ME-Bangor International, VOR Rwy
15, Amdt. 5, cancelled

Bangor, IE--Bangor International, VOn-A,
Original

Bangor, ME-Bangor International, VOR/
DME Rwy 15, Original

Bangor, ME--Bangor International, VOln/
DME Rwy 33, Amdt. 2

* * * effective April 20, 1977.

Gainesville, PL-Ganesvlle Muni., VOR-A,
Amdt. 7

Gainesville, FI-Gainesville Muni., VOR/
DDME Rwy 24, Amdt. 4

2. By amending § 97.25 SDF-LOC-
LDA SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * effective June 16, 1977.

Pint, MI-Blshop, LOC BC Rwy 27, Amdt. 0
Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, LOC/

DMIE Rwy 32, Amdt. 3
Spokane, WA-Spokane Intl., LOV Hwy 3,

Amdt. 1
* * * effective June 2, 1977.

Bar Harbor, ME-Bar Harbor. LOC Rwy 22,
Amdt. 2

* * * effective May 19, 1977,

Carlsbad, CA-Palomar, LOC nwy 24, Andlt,
2, cancelled

* * * effective April 27, 1977.

New Orleans, LA-New Orleans International
(Molsant Field) LOC(BC) Rwy 28, Amdt,
9

3. By amending § 97.27 NDB/ADP
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * effective June 16, 1977.

Spirit Lake, IA--Spirlt Lake Muni, NDB Rwy
16, Amdt. 1

Portland, ME-Portland Int'l Jetport, NDB
Rwy 1I, Amdt. 12

Worcester, MA-Worcester Muni., NDB Rwy
11, Amdt. 8

Worcester, MA-Worcester Muni., NDB Rwy
29, Amdt. 2

Omaha, NE-Epploy Airfield, NDB Hwy 14n,
Amdt. 19

Wilkesboro, NC-Wilkes County, NDB Rwy
24, Amdt. I

Lima, OH-Allen County, NDB-A, Original,
Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, NDB-A,

Amdt. 4
* * * effective June 2, 1977.

Bangor, ME-Bangor International, NDB
Rwy 33, Amdt. 3

Bar Harbor, ME-Bar Harbor, NDB-A, Amdt.
2

Flint, MI-Blshop, NDB Rwy 9, Amdt. 17
* * * effective April 20, 1977.

Gainesville, F--Gainesville Muni, NDB Hwy
28, Amdt. 5

4. By amending § 97.29 ILS-MLS
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * effective June 16, 1977.

Portland, ME-Portland Int'l Jetport, ILS
Rwy 11, Amdt. 15

Worcester, MA-Worcester MunL, ILS Hwy
11, Amdt. 8

Omaha, NE-Eppley Airfield, ILS Hwy 14H,9
Amdt. 19

Klamath Falls, OR-Kingsley Field, ILS Rwy
32, Amdt. 16
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* * * effective June 2, 1977.

Bangor, lyE-Bangor International, US Rwy
33, Amdt. 7

Flint, MI-Blshop, ILS Rwy 9, Amdt. 10

* * * effective May 25, 1977.

Glens Falls, NY-Warren County. ILS Rwy 1,
Amdt.-1
* * * effective May 19,1977.

Carlsbad, CA-Palomar, ILS Rwy 24, Original

Sterling Rockfalls. I--Whiteside County-
Joseph H. Bittor£ Field, ILS Rwy 25,
Aindt. 4
* * * effective April 21, 1977.

LaCrosse, WI-LaCrosse MunL, ILS Rwy 18,
Amdt. 5
* -* * effective April 20, 1977.

Gainesville, L--Gainesville MunL, ILS Rwy

28, Amdt. 3

5. By amending § 97.31,RADAR SIAPs
identified as follows:

" * * effective June 16, 1977.

Flint, MI-Bishop, RADAR-I, Amdt. I

* * * effective June 2, 1977.

Bangor, ME-Bangor International, RADAR-
1, Original

Old TowM M_--Dewitt Fd. Old Town Muni..
RADAR-I, Original
* * * effective April 21, 1977.

Enid, OK-Enid Woodring Mdul, RhDAR-1.
Amdt. 1, cancelled

6. By amenxding Section 97.33 RNAV
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * effective June 16, 1977.

Omaha, NE-Eppley Airfield, RNAV Rwy 32L,
Amdt. 2
* * *effective April 20, 1977.

Gainesville, FL--Gainesvillo 'uni., RNAV
Rwy 28, Amdt. 4

(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, 1110, Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a),
1421, and 1510); sec. 6(c), D1epartment of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Del-
egation: 24 FR 5662 and Paragraph 802 of
Order FS P 1100.1, as amended March 9,
1973)

NoT.-The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this -document does
not contain'a imajor proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
ment under, Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11949, and OM1B
Circular A-107.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April
29, 1977.

AMES M. VINEs,
Chief,

Aircraft Programs Division.
NoTr.-The incorporation by reference in

the preceding document was approved by the
Director of the Federal Register on May 12,
1969.

[FR Doc.77-12857 Filed 5-4--77;8:45 am]
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Title 20-Employees' Benefits
CHAPTER II-RALROAD RETIREMENT

BOARD
PART 200-PROCEDURES AND FORMS

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUmMARY: This action Is necessary to
permit the handling of certain Board
business by sequential circulation and
notational voting and was prompted by
the comments received from various
sources suggesting such an action. It Is
contemplated that these amendments
will provide a workable method by which
the Board may expeditiously handle
routine business matters without Jeop-
ardizing the'rights of the general public
as granted by the Government in the
Sunshine Act.

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 20, 1977.

FOR FURTBER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

R. F. Butler, Secretary, Railroad Re-
tirement Board, 844 Rush Street,
Chicago, Illinois 60611 (312-751-4920).
Section 200.5 (20 CFR 200.5 (a) (1) and

(b)) Is amended to read as follows:
§ 200.5 Openmetings.

(a) Definiftons--(1) Meeting. For pur-
poses of this section, the term "meeting"
shall mean the deliberations of at least
two of the three members of the Rail-
road Retirement Board, which delibera-
tions determine or result in the Joint
conduct or disposition of official agency
business. The term "meeting" shall not
include:

(I) Deliberations f the Board mem-
bers concerning the closure of a meet-
ing, the withholding of any Information
with respect to a meeting, the schedul-
ing of a meeting, the establishment of
the agenda of a meeting, or any change
in the scheduling, agenda, or the open
or closed status of a meeting; or

(ii) Consideration by the Board
members of agency business circulated
to them individually in writing for dis-
position by notation.

(b) (1) The members of the Board
shall not jointly conduct or dispose of
agency business except in accordance
with the procedures and requirements
established by this section. Provided,
however, That nothing in this section
shall be construed so as to prohibit the
Board from disposing of routine or ad-
ministrative matters by sequential, no-
tational voting.

(2) Where agency business is dis-
posed of by notational voting as pro-
vided in paragraph (b) (1) of this sec-
tion, the minutes of the next succeeding

22865

Board meeting shall reflect such action.
(3) Every portion of every meeting

of the Board at which agency business
is conducted or disposed ofsall be open
to public observation, except as pro-
vided In paragraph (c) of this section.

By authority of the Board.

Dated: April 22,1977.
R. F. Bu=TLE,

Secretary of tlze Board.
[FR Doc.77-12848 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Title 24-I-Housing and Urban Development
CHAPTER X--FEDERAL INSURANCE AD-

MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

SUBCHAPTER B-NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM
[Docket No. Ft-23781

PARr 1914--COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

Status of Participating Communities
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration.
ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
to list those communities where the sale"
of flood insurance Is authorized under
the National Flood Insurance Program.

Flood insurance policies for property
located in the communities listed can be
obtained from any licensed property in-
surance agent or broker serving the eli-
gible -Community, or from the National
Flood Insurers Association servicing
company for the state.

DATES: The date that appears in the
fourth column of the table is the effective
date of authorization for the sale of flood
insurance.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Ofce of Flood Insurance,
202-755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800-
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh
Street, Southwest Washington, D.C.
20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub. T. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood Insurance as a condition of
receiving any form of Federal or Fed-
erally related financial assistance for
acquisition or construction purposes in a
flood plain area having special hazards
within any community identified for at
least one year by the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development. The re-

quirement applies to all Identified special
flood hazard areas within the -United
States,.and no such financial assistance
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can legally be provided for acquisition
or construction except as authorized by
Section 202(b) of the Act, as amended,
unless the community has entered the
program. Accordingly, for communities
listed under this Part no such restriction
exists, although insurance, if required,
must be purchased.

The addresses of the National Flood
Insurers Association servicing companies,
§ 1914.6 List of eligible communities.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

where flood insurance policies can be
obtained, are published at § 1912.5 (24
CFR Part 1912).

Th& Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553 (b)
are impracticable and unnecessary.

Section 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended by adding in alphabetical se-
quence new entries to the table. In each
entry, a complete chronology of effective
dates appears for each listed community.
The entry reads as follows:

State County Location Effective date of authorization of sale of flood Hazard area Communityinsurance for area Identified No.

New York ----------- Wyoming .-..--------- Perry, town of ---------..........---------- -Apr. 18,1977. Emergency -------------------- Juno 28 1974 320910-A
and ay 7,

Ohio ---------- - Hocking ------.....--- Unincorporated areas ----------------------------- do -------------------------------------------19 3272Now York ------ - Cattaraugus ---------- Napoli, town of ----------------------------- Apr. 20,1977. Emergency .................. 1.. 4,1074 39008011

Jan. 2,1
and
Fob. 25,1977.

Michigan -------------- Van Buren ------------- Paw Paw, village of -------------------------- Apr. 21,1977. Emergency ...................... Oct. 10, 1975.. 2059Oklahoma ----------- Lincoln ---..----------- Prague, city of ------------------------------------ do: ----- ..............---------- Apr. 9,1970... 4(0135Indiana --------------- Randolph ------------ Farmland, town of -------------------------- Apr. 22,1977. Emergency ............ Feb.21, 1975.. 18W90

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968); effectivo Jan. 28, 1069 (33
FR 17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator (34
FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969), as amended 39 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1974.)

Issued: April 15, 1977.

[FR Doc.77-12749 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

J. ROBERT HUUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance Administrator.

[Docket No. FI-2879]

PART 1914-COMMUNITIES ELIGIBLE
FOR THE SALE (F INSURANCE

Status of Participating Communities
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule is
to list those communities where the sale
of flood insurance is authorized under the
National Flood Insurance Program.

Flood insurance policies for property
located in the communities listed can be
obtained from any licensed property in-
surance agent or broker serving the eli-
gible community, or from the National
Flood Insurers Association servicing
company for the state.
DATES: The date that appears in the
fourth column of the table is the effective
date of authorization for the sale of flood
insurance.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

1Mr.Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202-
755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800-424-
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street,
Southwest, Washington, D.C. 20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234) requires the purchase of
flood insurance as a condition of receiv-
ing any form of Federal or Federally re-
lated financial assistance for acquisition
or construction purposes in a flood plain
area having special hazards within any
conimunity identified for at least one
year by the, Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development. The requirement
applies to all identified special flood haz-
ard areas within the United States, and
no such financial assistance can legally
be provided for acquisition or construc-
tion except as authorized by Section
202(b) of the Act, as amended, unless-

the community has entered the program,
Accordingly, for communities listed un-
der this Part no such restriction exists,
although insurance, if required, must be
purchased.

The addresses of the National Flood
Insurers Association servicing compa-
nies, where flood insurance policies can
be obtained, are published at § 1912.5 (24
CFR Fart 1912).

The Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)
are impracticable and unnecessary.

Section 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapterSB of Chapter X of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table. In each entry, a com-
plete chronology of effective dates ap-
pears for each listed community. The
entry reads as follows:
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§ 1914.6 List of eligible communities.

state County Locatlon Effectivedat eaulzatonofrlso ofd Hlrazardarea Comm i
linum n.e for arem identif1ied No.

Iowa -------....-----... Madison_ ........... East Peru, city oL. ....................... Apr. 25.17 7. Emergency. .. Ily2,1m6- 194.50
Kentucky --------- Floyd_ ................. Allen, town oAp 14,----7. -n--e-, ----..... .... Jan. 23.174 21007--A

and Feb.
27,1975.

Do ------ ---------- Pike -------------- - Coal Run, village of. ............................ do . -........ ............ Jan. 10, 1975.. 21-63
Do ............... Floyd_._ --l-- - - tin, city of- ------- - May24. 1W74 2100-A

and Feb.
27, 1me-

Do ---------------...Marti-n -.....--- Unincorporated areas .............................. do -......... Dee.13,1974 216016
Maine -- Aroostook .............. Linneus, town oL ............................ Ar. 25, 17. Emege............. Feb. 21.71975. 23G427
Ne ew York ............ Otsego -------------- *- aurens, town of. .................................. do . .................. ......... - Jan. 3. 1 361419

Do ---------.......... -- do---- ----------- MorNs vilva f -- ----- N. 15.1914 3614.3-A
and May2s, I97.

Pensylvania ------ :_ Huntingdou.----- -- Clay, townshi of ................................. do. ........ .l4 421%57
Do -....... .2_- Cambria.. ........- .... Dean.towhlp o --..-.... .. ........... - Nov. 8,1974.. 421440
Do----------------do............ Middle Taylor, townshipof ........................d - - - - Nov. 22.1974. 421443
Do ----------- Ind............. North Mahonng, township of ........... .... do- San. 10.97.. 422438
Do -------------.. . Cumberland.---------S outh Newton, township oL ....................... do -...............------ Dec.29. 42L586

Viria.--------..-----------------------N Norton, independentcty ....................y - Mar. 17, 197r Fmeeny; Feb. 16. 1.,,;, Jane l5,l973_ 51016-A.
flegular; Mar. 1.19", Suspen. on; Apr. 14,
I977. Reinstated.

Oklahoma ..-----.---- McClain ---- -......... Byars, town of ................................ Apr. 2.1977. Emesec"....- . Aug. 13,1976. 4W0287
Pennsylvania ----------Huntingdon .------- Coalmont, borough oL ...........- . . do M. , 15 4-0484

Do - ------------ -.... do ...--------- Satllo. borough oL- ......................... do ........ ...... a. ............. Jan.M11975.. 42G42.
Ransas -- --- ------lewell - ---------. Mnato, city oL --- - ---------------- . Apr. 27.27,7. Eneseny- Aug. 6, 1976-. 20002
New York -------- -- efferson .............. L e, town of ............... do -.................-----------------..................No. 5.196. o -A
North Carolina- Alleghany ......- Sparta, town of-------------. do ...... Feb.15. 1,74 370005-A

andunly2,

Connecticut-........ New London ..... Groton,townoL ............ . April 15, 177. Surpensl withdrawal - Feb. 21, 1973. 0037
Maryland .. . Dorchesterand Caroline Federalsburg, town of. ------------- -- do -1.......... Jan. s0. 1976 24M313
New ersey_ ........ Camden...-..... - Haddonfleld, borough of...............do.............. ... Nov. 30,1973 340510.k

and Feb. 6
1976.

I)o..... ..... do .. Pennsaulen,townsp of - ----- .d------do ......... - 16.1=4 401424
and Mar.
19,1976-

Do-----------Burngton-. ------- Riverton, borough of...--- -- --..... do ------------ ------ Dec. 2. 1973 30114A
and De
27,1974.

North Carolina- - Brunswlck....-... Southliort, city of -... ------ d-. May 24. 194_ 370028
South Carolin a...... Beaufort-......... Port Royal, town of. ..---- ----------- do -- n 14.1974 430028A

and Oct.
1D, 145.

TeHardi..n~ Rs.... . Ho 1ill Acres, city o------------- do. d Sept. 13.1974 4MC43.
ardMar.5,

Kentucky..... Breathitt--- .... . Unincorporated area... --------- Aprl2O, 177. E c . n.3, 197. 21CC2
Do............ Perry_-e--------- Icco, city of- --........---- .....--- May 19. 1974 2I19-A

and~ar;.5,

Ohio-------------Ottawa- --- .... Oak Harbor, village of... ----------- April 23, 17. Eme.e2,y ..... 972ar. 1,1974 MG43-A
and Apr.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title =1 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33
FI. 17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator (q4
FRt 2680, Feb. 27, 1969), as amended 39 FR 2787, Jan. 24. 1974.)

Issued: April 22, 1977.

[FR Doc.77-12750 Fied 5-4-77:8:45 am)

HowAlD B. CLARK,
Acting Federal nsurance Administrator.

[Docket No. Fl 2880]

PART 1914-AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE
SALE OF INSURANCE

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration.

- ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule Is
to list communities 'where the sale of
flood insurance as authorized under the
National Flood Insurance Progran will
be suspended because-of noncompliance
with theprogram regulations.

- DATES: 'The last date that appears in
the fourth column is the effective date of
the suspension of thesale of flood Insur-
Rnce.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin-
istrator, Offlce of FloodInsurance, 202-
755-5581 or Toll Free Line 800-424-
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street
Southwest, Washington, D.C. 20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY - INFORMATION:
The Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) requires the pur-
chase of flood insurance as a condition of
receiving any form of Federal or Fed-
erally related financial assistance for ac-
quisition or construction purposes in a
flood plain area having special hazards
within anycommunity Identified by the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment.

The requirement applies to all identi-
fied special flood hazard areas within the
United States, and no such financial as-
sistance can legally be provided for ac-
quisition or construction in these areas
unless the community has entered the
program and insurance s purchased. Ac-
cordingly, for communities listed under
this Part such restriction exists as of the
effective date of suspension because in-
surance, which is required, cannot be
purchased.

Section 1315 of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968, as amended (42
U.S.C. 4022) prohibits flood insurance

coverage as authorized under the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128) unless an appropriate
public body shall have adopted adequate
flood plain management measures with
effective enforcement measures. The
communities suspended In this notice no
longer meet that statutory requirement
for compliance with program regulations
(24 CMR Part 1909 et seq.). Accordingly,
the communities are suspended on the
effective date in the list below.
* The Federal Insurance Administrator
finds that delayed effective dates would
be contrary to the public interest. The
Administrator also finds that notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)
are Impracticable and unnecessary.

Section 1914.6 of Part 1914 of Sub-
chapter B of ChapterX of Title 24 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding In alphabetical sequence new
entries to the table. In each entry. a
complete chronology of effective dates
appears for each listed community.

The entry reads as follows:
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§ 1914.6 List of eligible communities.

State . County Location Effective date of authorization of sale of flood Hazard area Community
insuranco for area identified No.

California ----------- Main ----------------- Belvedere, city of- -------------------------- Apr. 28 1972, Emergency; May 16, 1977, Beg- Juno 7,1974 060429-A
ular; June 1,1977, Suspension. and

Apr. 23,
1976.

Do --------------------- do ------------------ Tiburon, city of ----------------------------- Sept. 1, 1972, Emergency; May 16, 1977, Reg- Juno 7, 1974.. 060430
ular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Connecticut .......... New London --------- New London, city of ------------------ M-- -%ar 24 1974, Emergency; May 16, 1977, Reg- Junb 28,1974. (01C0
ular; Muay 16 1977, Suspension.

Delaware .............. Kent .................. Clayton, town of ............................ Dec. 26, 1974, !Emergency; Juno 1,1977, Reg- May 17,1974 100005
ular; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and

Oct. 24,
1975.

Do .................... do ................. Harrington, city of ........... --............ M -ay 17, 1974, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Reg- May 17,1974 100010
ular; June 11 1977, Suspension. and

Dec. 19,
1975.

Do ................ Kent and Sussex ...... Milford, city of ............................... June 5, 1974, Emergency; June 1, 1977, Reg. May 24,1974. 1012
ular; June 1,1977, Suspension.

Do ................ Kent ................... Smyrna, town of .......................... June 13, 1974, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Reg- May 10, 1974 100017
ular; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and

Sept. 20,
1975.

Florida ................ Santa Rosa ........... Milton, city of ------------------------------- July 30 1971, Emergency; June 1, 1977, Reg- May 24, 1974.. 120270
ular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Do .. .............. Volusia ................. Port Orange, city of ......................... July 19, 1974, Emergency; May 10, 1977, Reg- July 19, 1974.. 12J313-A
ular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Michigan ............ Muskegon. ........-.-.... Muskegon, city of ............................ May 25,1973, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Regu- Juno 7,1074.. 2N0161-A
lar; June 1, 1977. Suspension.

Do .................... do .................. North Muskegon, city of ..................... December 1, 1973, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, May31,1974.. 260101
Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Do ................ Leelanau ............... Suttons Bay, village of .---------..-------- September 17, 1973, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Juno 28, 1974 260101-A
.Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and

Juno 11,
1970.

Do ................ Tuscola -------------- Vassar, city of ------------------------------- December 19, 1973, Emergency; June 1, 1977, Juno 14,1074. 20203-A
Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Minnesota ........... Sherburne ............ Elk River, city of ---------------------------- February 19, 1974, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Mar. 8 1974 270130
Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension, and

Juno 11,
1970.

Missouri ............ St. Louis ------------ Brentwood, city of --------------------------- September 7, 1973, Emergency; May 10, 1977, Dec. 28,1973. 26033
. dRegular; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Do.....................do..................Cool Valley, village of-December 11, 1973, Emergency; May 10, 1977, May 3,1974 2903-12-A
Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension, and

Dec. 19,
1975.

Do ............... Marion ................. Unincorporated areas ------------------------ June 28,1973, Emergency; May 16, 1977, Regtt- May 10,1977.. 260222
lar; June 1, 1977, Suspension.

South Dakota .......... Butte ------------------ Belle Fourche, city of ------------------------ M ay 3,1973, Emergency; Juno 1,1977, Regular; Nov. 2,1973 400012-A
June 1, 1977, Suspension. and Oct. 3,

1975,
Do ................ Meade ................. Sturgis, city of ------------------------------ February 9, 1973, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Nov. 10, 1973 40005543

Regular; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and
Oct. 18,
1974.

Texas .................. Bexar .................. Leon Valley, city of -------------------------- June 28,1973, Emergency; June 1, 1977, Regu- Oct. 12,1973.. 480042-A
lar, June 1, 1977, Suspension.

Wisconsin .............. Pepin .................. Durand, city of ------------------------------ April 13,1973, Emergency; Juno 1, 1977, Regu- Oct. 12 1973 8.0320
lar; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and Apr. 2,

1970.
Do ................ Eau Claire and Chip- Eau Claire, city of --------------------------- M arch 19,1971, Emergency; June 1,1977, Regu- Sept 20, 1974 5SO128-A

pewa. la; June 1, 1977, Suspension. and
Sept. 24,
1970.

(1fational Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 33I1 of the HousIng and 'Urban Development Act of 1968); effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33
FR 17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Administrator (34
FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969), as amended 39 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1974.)

Issued: April 13, 1977. J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance Administrator.

[FR Doc.77-12751 Filed 4-5-77;8:45 am]

Title 38-Pensions, Bonuses, and EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1977, 94-502 (90 Stat. 2383). To be eligible for
Veterans' Relief FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON- benefits under Chapter 32 a veteran must

have served on active duty for more thanHAMI-TRA NS T180 days. A veteran who served less than
ADMINISTRATION Mr. T. H. Spindle, C(lief, Regulations 181 days on active duty is eligible If dis-

PART 3-ADJUDICATION Staff, Compensation and Pension Serv- charged or released from service because

Subpart A-Pension, Compensation, and ice, Veterans Administration, Wash- of a service-connected disability (or had
Dependency and Indemnity Compensation ington, D.C. 20420 (202-389-3005). at time of separation from service a serv-

NINFO MATION: ice-connected disability which would
ELIGIBILITY FOR EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE SUPPLEMENTARY Ihave warranted a disability discharge).

BENEFITS On page 10319 of the FEDERAL REGIsTER Interested persons were given 30 day$

'AGENCY: Veterans Administration. of February 22, 1977, there was pub- In which to submit comments, sugges-
lished a notice of proposed regulatory tions, objections regarding the proposed

ACTION: Final Rule. development to amend § 3.315(c) to pro- regulation. No written cominents have

SUMMARY: This amended regulation vide that its provisions applicable to
provides authority and guidelines for determinations needed to determine en- been received and the proposed regula-
making disability discharge determina- titlement to educational assistance pay- tion is hereby adopted without change

tions needed to determine entitlement t able under Chapter 34, Title 38, United and s set forth below.

educational assistance payable for per- States Code are also applicable to de- NOTE.-The Veterans Administration has
sons entering the Armed Forces on or terminations under Chapter 32, Title 38, determined that this document does not
after January 1, 1977. United States Code, as added 'by Pub. L. contain a major proposal requiring prepara-
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tion of an Economic Impact Statement un- FOR FURTHER IN FORMATION CON-
der Executive Order 11821 and OMB Circular TACT:
sX1 n.1

Approved: April 27, 1977.
By direction of the Administrator:"

RuFus H. WLSON,
Deputy Administrator.

In § 3.315, paragraph (c) is revised to
read as follows:
§ 3.315 Basic eligibility determinations;

dependents, loans, education.

(c) Veterans' educational assistance. A
determination is required as to whether
a veteran was discharged or released
from service because of a service-con-
nected disability (or that the official serv-
ice department records show that the
veteran had at time of separation from
service a service-connected disability
which in medical judgment would have
warranted a discharge for disability)
whenever a veteran applies for educa-
tional benefits under 38 U.S.C. ch. 32 of
ch. 34 amd is eligible for such benefits ex-
cept for the 181 days active duty require-
ment. This determination is subject to
the presumptions of incurrence under
§ 3.304(b) and aggravation under § 3.306
(a) and (c), based on service rendered
on or after February 1, 1955 and before
August 5, 1964, or after May 7. 1975, and
under § 3.306(b) based on service rend-
ered during the Vietnam era. (38 U.S.C.
1602(1) (A); 1652(a).)

[FR Doc.77-12906 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Title 40-Protection of Environment
CHAPTER I-ENVIRONMENTAL

PROTECTION AGENCY
[FRL. 724-]

PART 52-APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Prevention of Significant Deterioration of
Air Quality, Delegation of Authority to
the State of Alabama

AGENCY: Environmental 'Protection
Agency. -

ACTION: Fingl rule.

SUMMARY: The amendment below in-
stitutes address changes for the imple-
mentation of the technical and admin-
istrative portions of the Prevention of
Significant Deterioration of Air Quality
(PSD) program. The notice announcing
the delegation of authority is pubished
elsewhere in this issue of the FEDERAL'
REGrSTER. -

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1977.
ADDRESSES: This amendment pro-
vides that all reports, requests, applica-
tions, submittals, and communications
required for the delegated review will
now be sent to the following address in-
stead of to EPA's Region IV: Division of
Air Pollution Control, Alabama Air Pol-
lution Control Commission, 645 South
McDonough Street. Montgomery. Ala-
bama 36103.

Ellot Cooper, Air Programs Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 345
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Geor-
gia, 30308,404/881-3286.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Regional Administrator finds good
cause for foregoing prior public notice
and for making this rulemaking effective
immediately in that it is an administra-
tive change and not one of substantive
content. No additional substantive bur-
dens are Imposed on the parties affected.
The delegation which is reflected by this
administrative amendment was effec-
tive February 17. 1977. and It serves no
purpose to delay the technical change of
this addition of the State address to the
Code of Federal Regulations. This rule-
making is effective immediately and is
issued under authority of sections 101,
110, and 301 of the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 1857,1857c-5, and 1857g). Accord-
ingly, 40 CER Phrt 52 is amended by
adding a new paragraph to § 52.60. as
follows:

Subpart B--Alabama
§ 52.60 Significant deterioration of air

quality.

(c) All applications and other in-
formation required pursuant to § 52.21
from sources located in the State of
Alabama shall be submitted to the
Division of Air Pollution Control, Ala-
bama Air Pollution Control Commission,
645 South McDonough Street, Mont-
gomery, Alabama 36103, rather than to
EPA's Region IV Office.

Dated: April 25,1977.
JOHi A. LTTLE,

Acting Deputy Regional
Administrator.

[PR Doc.77-12827 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

Title 47-Telecommunication
CHAPTER I--FEDERAL

COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
[Docket No. 20449; RU-2078; RM-2225;

RM-2245; FCO 77-267)
PART 81-STATIONS ON LAND IN THE

MARITIME SERVICES AND ALASKA
PUBLIC-FIXED STATIONS

PART 83-STATIONS ON SHIPBOARD IN
THE MARITIME SERVICES

Providing for Use of Certain Frequencies.
In the Maritime Services

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMXMARY: The Commission's rules are
amended to allocate certain frequencies
between 4 MHz and 25 MHz for use In
the maritime services tW Mobile, Ala-
bama; New York, N.Y.; Miami, Florida
and San Francisco, California. The ac-
tion is taken following a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking adopted in response

22869

to petitions for rulemakings filed by Mo-
bile Marine Radio. Inc., and AT&T. It is
intended to provide for an equitable dis-
tribution of operating frequencies among
competing Class I radiotelephony
carriers.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 3, 1977.
ADDRESS: F'ederal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Lucian L. Arnone, International Pro-
grams Staff, Common Carrier Bureau.
202-632-3214; or James L. Ball Tariff
Proceedings Branch, Common Carrier
Bureau, 202-632-7164.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
REPORT AND ORDE-

PROCEEDING TER31INATED

Adopted: April 14, 1977.
Released: April 22, 1977.

In the matter of Amendment of Parts
81 and 83 to provide for the use of cer-
tain radiotelephone frequencies between
5and 25 MHz at Mobile, Alabama; cross-
licensing of radiotelephone frequencies
at Miami, Florida, New York, New York.
and San Francisco, California; and addi-
tional frequencies at Miami, Florida.
Docket No. 20449, RM-2078, RM-2225,
RM-2245.

1. We have before us comments and
reply comments filed in response to our
notice of proposed rulemaking in the
above-captioned matter released on
May 1, 1975 (52 FCC 2d 865) and pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGIsTER on May 7,
1975 (40 FR 19838). Our notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking was adopted upon con-
sideration of petitions for rulemakings
filed by Mobile Marine Radio, Inc.,
(MMR) and American Telephone and
Telegraph Company (AT&T). The dates
for filing comments and reply comments
thereto have passed.

2. Comments were filed by:
American Institute of Merchant Shipping

(AIMS): Central Committee on Telecom-
munications of the American Petroleum In-
atitute (API); Gulf Radiotelephone & Elec-
tronics. Inc. (GULP); St. Phillip Towing and
Transportation Co. (ST. P); Mobile Marine
Radio, Inc. (M&M); American Telephone
and Telegraph Company (AT&T).

Reply comments were filed by:
AT&T-; M!1P.
3. AT&T is the licensee of public coast

class I stations in Miami, Florida; New
York, New York; and San Francisco,
California. and MMR is the licensee of
a class I station in Mobile, Alabama. This
proceeding essentially seeks to determine
the assignment of certain public coast
radiotelephone frequencies in the high
frequency (E) bands 4 to 27.5 NEH for
use by thesestations. In addition to our
proposed assignment of HF band fre-
quencies, our notice of proposed rule
making requested comments on the fol-
lowing:
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a. Any radiotelephone requirements to sup-
port direct-printing transmissions; I ,

b. The requirement for an additional radio-
telephone station to -provide service in a
more efficient manner; and

c. Whether shared use of the frequencies
between different licensees Is possible or
whether different frequency assignments
must be made to stations of different
licensees.

4. We believe that the comments we
have received indicate a need for an addi-
tional class I station providing BF te-
lephony services. MMR contends that,
since it already provides HF radioteleg-
raphy and direct-printing services, it is
in a position to offer a full complement
of HF services to particularly the indus-
trial user. API states that the three HF
stations operated by AT&T "* * ? are
often too busy to meet traffic demands
* *" and that " * * there Is a clear
requirement for the provision of addi-
tional HF radiotelephone services from a
station independent of the AT&T organi-
zation". In addition, GULF and ST. P
support the establishment of another
HF radiotelephone service to meet their
needs. We will therefore allot, to the ex-
tent possible, sufficient frequencies to
Mobile to be used in providing HF
telephony services.

5. Contrary to our- proposal in the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making, none
of the commenters, including MMR and
AT&T, support in principle, the sharing
of frequencies. MMR opposes requiring
competing carriers with overlapping-
service contours to share frequencies.
AT&T contends that sharing "* * *
severely limits the actual time that is
available for use by each of the sharing
stations * * *" and states that "* * *
it is particularly undesirable for frequen-
cies to be shared by stations in proximity
to each other and serving the same geo-
graphical region which are not under
common coordination and operational
control". We agree that sharing is un-
desirable and will amend our rules to
specify discrete allocations to the extent
allowed by the limited availability of fre-
quencies.2 In doing so, we note that, since
AT&T has requested cross-licensing of

;frequencies assigned its three class I sta-

1 The matter raised by MIMR in its rule
making petition regarding the use of radio-
telephony for setup and backup of radio-
teleprinter was previously considered and dis-
missed as premature in the notice of pro-
posed rulemaking. However, we requested
therein information concerning radiotele-
printer operation in order to assist us in
formulating international standards and pro-
cedures for radioteleprinter operation. We~ex-
pect to consider this matter in future Com-
mission proceedings.

The radiotelephone allotment plan con-
tained in Appendix 25, Mar 2 to the Radio
Regulations adopted at the World Maritime
Administrative Radio Conference, Geneva.
1974 (WARC, 1974) increases the number of
frequencies available for assignment. In im-
plementing this plan, we will propose to make
discrete assignments, to the extent possible,
to all public coast stations considered in this
matter. Nevertheless, because of interna-
tional sharing difficulties and assignment
plans for these frequencies, the net effect may
be a reduction in usable frequencies for U.S.
stations.

tions, each of these stations will be able
to use any frequencyf cross-licensed when
it is not in use by another station. This
type of sharing arrangement is desirable
because it affords AT&T flexibility in
serving the public; however, It neces-
sarily limits the frequencies involved to
use by only AT&T stations.

6. On October 26, 1973, the Commis-
sion granted waivers to both MIR and
AT&T to permit utilization of the fre-
quencies which are subject to this pro-
ceeding. The waivers granted to M R
temporary use of five of the frequencies
between 5 and 25 MHz now under consid-
eration. Of these only one was to be used
exclusively by MMR while the other four
were to be shared with the three AT&T
stations. In addition to these four shared
frequencies, the waivers granted to the
three AT&T stations temporary exclusive
use of the four remaining frequencies be-
tween 5 and 25 MHz now under consider-
ation. Thus, since the waivers, AT&T's
three stations have had the exclusive use
of a total of 31 frequencieg between 5 and
25 MHz for the provision of class I service
while MMR has had -the exclusive use of
one and the shared use of four others. We
recognize that it is inimical to the ren-
dering of fast and efficient common car-
rier service to require a competing public
coast station (MMR) to share its only
frequency assignments with AT&T sta-
tions in three out of four frequency bands
between 5 and 25 MHz. Continuation of
this. arrangement by assignment of fre-
quencies as proposed in our notice of
proposed rule making could seriously
undermine MIR's competitive standing
and economic viability with regard to
provision of HF radiotelephony service,
to the detriment of the using public.3
Therefore, we will depart from our no-
tice of proposed rulemaking and allot to
Mobile for assignment to MMR one IF
frequency for MMR's exclusive use in
each of the 8 MHz, 13 MHz axad 17 MHz
bands and two in the 22 MHz band. In
doing so, we emphasize that no frequency
now used exclusively by AT&T stations
will be affected. Only those four frequen-
cies originally proposed to be shared by
MM1R and AT&T will be assigned for
MMR's exclusive use. This arrangement
is consistent with past Commission action
in which one channel in each of the 8
MHz, 13 MHz and 17 MHz bands was as-

'If the proposed assignments become ef-
fective, there would be 10 frequency assign-
ments in the 8 MHz band for the exclusive
use of AT&T licensed class I stations. MMR's
only frequency assignment in that band
would be shared with the three AT&T sta-
tions. In the 13 MHz band, there would be
seven frequency assignments for the exclusive
use of the AT&T stations. MM3L's only fre-
qeuncy assignment in that band would be
shared with the three AT&T stations. In the
17 MHz band, there would likewise be seven
frequency assignments for the exclusive use
of tthe AT&T stations. MMR's only frequency
assignment in that band would also be shared
with the three AT&T stations. Finally, there
would be seven frequency assignments In
the 22 MH band for the exclusive use of the
AT&T stations, while NAR would have only
one frequency assignment in that band for
its exclusive use and would share one other
with the three AT&T stations.

signed to Hfiwait for the exclusive use
by the independent class I station op-
erating there. Moreover, AT&T will con-
tinue to have a total of 31 frequency as-
signments between the 5 and 25 Mhz
bands for the exclusive use by its stations,
It will thereby be assured of at least two
channels In each band for the exclusive
use of each station if it so chooses to
utilize its assignments.

7. Accordingly, it is ordered, Effective
June 3, 1977, that Parts 81 and 83 of the
Commission's rules and regulations are
amended, as set forth below. Authority
for these amendments Is contained in
sections 4 (i) and 303 (r) of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, as amended (47
U.S.C. 154(a) ) and 303(r) ).

8. It is further ordered, That this pro-
ceeding Is terminated.
(Sees. 4. 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082:
U.S.C. 154(a) and 303(r)).

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONSCOMMSSI0 4

VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary,

Parts 81 and 83 of Chapter I of Title
47 of the Code of.Federal Regulations
are amended as follows:

A. Part 81, Stations on Land in the
Maritime Services and Alaska-Public
Fixed Stations, Is amended as follows:

1. In § 81.304, the table In paragraph
(a) is amended as follows:
§ 81.304 Frequencies available.

(a) * *

Carrier frequency Conditions of use
(kilohertz)

Section LinItatIons

876............81.30(a) ........ 11,47
8805.6 ............ 81.306(a ...... 3,5,27,47
880.8 ------------ 81.306 B. 11,12,47
12379.0 ---------- 81.306) ........ 3,5,27,4713137.0 ------ - 81.306 a 12,47
13140.5- --------- 81.306 a 11,4713151.0 ----------- 81.06 a).. 12, 47
13154.5---------81.306a) ........ 11:47
13158.0 -------- 81.306(c) ........ 3,5,27,57
13161.5 --------- 81.306(a) 11,4713172.0 --------- 81.306a 12,47
13175.5 ----------- 81.306() ........ 11,47
13186:0 --------- 8-1.306 a . 12, 4713193.0 --------- 81.306a 12,47
16488.0 --------- 81.06o) 3,, 27 4717269.0 --------- 81.306 a........ 12,47
17272.5 --------- _ 1.3W6 ........ I, 4717283.0 ----------- 81306 3,6,27,4717286.5 -------- 81.36 a 1.14717304.0 ....... 136S .... , 12:4717307.8 ............. 81 a) ....... 11,47
17318.0 ----------- 81.306 a) 12, 47
17321.5 ---------- 81.306 a) ..... 11, 47
17325.0 --------- 81.306( 12,47
17339.0 ---------- 81.3 11,12,4722625.5 ---------- 81.306a ........ 11,47
22653.5 ----------- 81.306 . ........ 12,47
22657.0 ............. 81.306 ........ 11,47
22667.5 ----------- 81.306. ........ 12,47
22671.0 ----------- 81.306a ........ 11,472268.5 ----------- 81.3061a ........ 12,47
22692.0- --- 1--81.306( 11,47
22706.0 ----- - 81.306 a 12,47
22713.0 ............. 81.30 a ........ 12,47

2. In § 81.306, the table In paragraph
(a) is amended as follows:
§ 81.306 Frequencies available below27.5 MHz.

(a) * *
(1) Working frequencies below 5000

kHz.

A Commissioner Washburn absent.
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Coast station Coast station
transmitting Coast station located receiving

carrier in the vicinity of- carrier
fequency frequency
(ohertz) (kilohetz)

2506.0 San Francisco, Calif... 240
2530.0 Hawaii .............. 2134.0
2590.0 New York, N.Y ------- 2105.0
4371.0 San Francisco, Calif.'. 4072.4
437.0 New York, N.Y ...... 4072.4
437L0 Miami, Fla ------------ -4072.4
4390.2 New York, N.Y.' ----- 409L6
4390.2 San Francisco, Calif... 4091.6
4390.2 Miami Fl -........... 4091.6
439.8 New Work, N.Y ...... 4101.2
4399.8 SanFrancisco, Calif.'-- 4101.2
4399.8 Miami, Fl ---------- 4101.2
443.0 New York, N.Y --- 410L 4
4403.0 San Francisco, Calif'. , 410L4
4403.0. Miami, Fl ------------- 4101.4
4415.8 Hawaii .--------------- 4117.2
4415.8 Miami Fin ------ 4117.2
4419.0 New ork N.Y------- -- 4120.4
4422.2 Miami, Fla.... ---------- 4123.6
4422.2 New York, N.Y ..------ 4 6
4422.2 San Francisco, Calif ... 4123.6

24425.4 Mlami, Fla ........... 4126.8
24425.4 New York, N.Y ------- 4126.8

4425.4 San Francisco, Calif._. 4128.8
34428.6 New York, N.Y ------- 41,0.0

4428.6 San Francisco, CalfA.. 4130.0
4428:6 Min, Fl ....----------- 4 .0 0

1 Station of primary allotent.
2 Subject to noninterference to use at locations set forth

In pars. (b) and (c) of this section.
3Available for use-aanually at New York, N.Y.,

during period Dec. 15 to Mar. 15.

(2) Working frequencies between 5000
kHz and 27.5 AMz:

Coast station Coast station
transmitting Coast station located receiving
.carrier in the vicinity of- carrier
frequency frequency
(kilohertz) (kilohertz)

873.2 San Francisco, Calif...
8735.2 New York, N.Y.1 ....
8735.2 Miami, Fin ..........
8735.4 San Francisco, CalifL_
8738.4 New York, N.Y ....
8738.4 Miami, Fla ............
874.0 .-- do ..............
8748.0 New York, N.Y ....
8748.0 San Francisco, Calif.'.
875L2 Hawaii 2 ...........
8751.4 New York, N.Y ....
875L.4 San Francisco, Calif...
8754.4 Miami. Fn.' ...........
8757.6 New York, N.Y.' ....
8757.6 San Francisco, Calif..
8757.6 Miami., F ...........

28773.6 do..... ....do-
M8773.6 San Francisco, Calif...

2S773.6 New York, N.Y.' ....
2 8776.8 MiAmI, Fin.'-...
28776.8 San Francisco, Cli..
2 8776.8 New York, N.Y ..
8792.8 .. do............
8792.8 Sau Francisco, Cali'.
8792.8 MiamI.Fla ............
8798.0 New York, N.Y.' ....
8796.0 San Francisco, Calif.'_.
8796.0 Mfim, Fla ............
8 .6 .. do ................
858. 8 Mobile. Ala ...........

13,137.0 New York, N.Y ....
W137.0 San Francisco, Calif...

137.0 Miami, FI.' ........
,140.5 New York, N.Y.'-.-..

13,140.5 San Francisco, Ca]L..
13,140.5 Miami, Fi-..-.......
13,151.0 .-- do ............
13,151. 0 New York, N.Y ....
13,151.0 San Francisco, Calf '..
13,154,5 Hawaii' ..............
13,161. San Francisco, Calf.'.
13,161. 5 New"York, N.Y_._
13,161.8 Miami Fla.
13,172.0 New York, N.Y .....
13,172.0 Miami, Fla.i......
13,172.0 San Francisco, Calf..
13,175.5 New York, N.Y.'....
13,17.5 Miami, Fla ... ...
13,188.0 Mobile, Ala.. .....
13,193.0 Mia, FIa........
13,193.0 New York N.Y -,--
13,193. 0 San Francisco, Calf.
17,269.0 Miaml, Fla......

8201.2
820L2

820L24
82O4.482DL48204.4
8214.0
8214.0
8214.0
8217.2
8220.4
8220.48M 4
8220. 4
8223.6
8223.6

8239.6
8239.68239.6
8242.8
824.8

825&8
8258.8
Z&S 8

8282.0
82. 0

827L.6
8274.812,358.0

12,358.0

12,381.5
12,31.5, Z 36L 5
12,372.0
12,572.012,372.0

12,375.5
1%382.512,382.5
12,382.512,393.0
12,393.0
1,393.0
12,396.512,396.

12,407.0
12,414.0
12,414.0
12,414.0
16,474.0

Coaststation Cast eatIa
transmittlng Coast ation located reing

In the vicinity of-
frequencyfrequency

(kiloertz)(kilohertz)

17,29.0 New York, N.Y.--..- 18,474.0
17, 2U.0 San Francisco, Calif.'- 18,747.0
17,272.5 a Haml ------- 1,477.5
17. 2165 New York NY' . 1,491.5
17,2 6.5 San Franl o; Clif.: 10,491.5
17.2S1." llami. Fla ......... 1,491.5
17,301. 0 San Francisco, Calif. 18,87.0
17,01.0 New York, N.YJ.... 18,10,.0
17,30OL.0 Mlim, Fla....... 18,-- 1(0x.0
17,507.5 San Franclsco, Calif.$- 1,512.5
17,307.5 New York. N.Y....._ 1,512.5
17,307.5 .1lamo, F 1a --- I,512.5
17,318. 0 New York, N.Y.. 18,823.0
17,318.0 Mi i, F1.'.1...... 1,523.0
17,318.0 San Francico, Callf.. 1,,23.0
17, 321.5 -New York, N.Y.'-.... 10,56.5
17,321. 5 Miami, iF la.. ..... 18,52.5
17,325.0 .do ......... 1,- - .0
17,3.0 New York, N.Y..-- 1,536.0
17,3.. 0 San Francisco, Calif.- 18,56. 0
17,339.0 Mobile,i. .... 10,51.0
2.5 ... do...5...o-------- 030
22,5.5 New York, N.Y.._ 22,02.O
22,=53.5 SmlFla.' ..... 13,0[ 2.. 0
22,13.- 5 SnFrancisco, CaUl.. 2 028.0

2,67. 0 New YokN.Y.' ... E031.5
22,857.0 M ami, Fl......... 2,03Lh5
22,667.0 San Francins, Calf.. -,O10
22,667.5 New York, N.Y.' ..... -- ,0.0
22,W07.5 Miami, F13 ............ ,12. 0

6.,71.0 San Francisco, Calif.' 22,043.5
22,071.0 New York, N.Y . 22,01.5
22,(7L0 Miami Fla ............ 22,015.5
22.,GS.5 Now York, N.Y ........ ;1 0
22 C5 5 an Francisco, Calif.'- 2... .0
22,81.5~ Miami. Fla .............. R;,18M30

,9.0 New York. N.Y.'........ 5
,920 San Francisco, CalJLf' 22. 5
c,92.0 Miaml, Fi ............ .. 5,0315

K706.0 .... do '. . 22,C85
22,70.0 New York, N.Y ...... . 22,.5
22,Aoo San Francisco. Caoli.. 22,.A0.5
22,713.0 Moble, Ala .......... . 2, 67.5

' Station of primary allotment.
IAvallabla for communication with ship sfations In

the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean area ocly. Use of
the frequency is upon the exp=- condition that In-
terference Eharl not be caused to the er-ico ofany staton
which may have priority on th frequency or frequencies
used for the service to which intcrftrea caused.

3. In. § 83.351, the table In paragraph
(a) is amended as follows:
§ 83.351 Frequencies available.

(a) * * 0

Carrier Coditfoas of use
frequency
(kilohertz) Section Limitations

8=6.-.. -.----.-8207.6.......... 83254.........
8210.8...-------- 3.....
8214.0 ........ . .
8217.2. .. . .....
820.4---....... . .....
8223.6.--------- 83.355.......8239.6 .......... 2 ....
82 2.8.........8240.0 .......... .4....

821.8 ......... 83.35........
8262.0 .......... 83.355 ........
8271.6........ 63.35 ........
8274. ........... 83.355.........
8281.2.... -- 83Z
8284-. ....... 3
8-80.0 .----- 83........12.3%%0...... 83.355....
12.35&.0.---------

12.37.0..
12,3S1.5 .......... 83.355.......
12,37.0.......... 8.35.........
12,35.5 ...-. .35.......

12,4.0. - 83=.35......

12.421.0.-------- 3.......
12,44,..... .. 8.5 .. .

12.428.0.----- U. . .

10,474.0 ......... ---
16,477.5 .-.--- - - .......16,488.0.... ... 3,5 . . .

14,13
3.21.CA

1,27
14.18
18,2

13,15

18,27

14.18

24.138

3.21.0
14,20
1827

14,18,27

%827
1.18,2

3,21,65c

14,18
1827
14.138

14,1M 27
14,1M 27

1M27
14,13

3,21,60

Carrier Conditons ofuse

t(kle1:t) Section Limitations

1,415..5........ 83,3 .... 14,19
lO,8.o. ... .... 8 ..... 18,27
1 0.,523......... 832......... 14,18
1 0.30..._...._. 8335......... I418,27l0.52.. ..... a5 5....... 1,1827
10.573.0......... I ....... 14,1
10=.0 ...... 14,31.2..... 1,1,7

1.S..0.. ......,. 832.30......... 33.15x....... S ...... 15,27

17..13...------.-_ 3 4...... 321,S

2.2.000L.0........... 83.35,......... 1.4,182 ..... 83.33 ....--- 14,1

,22.-01.0.. ....... 83.35...._.... 18,2722.03.5...... 83.3551...... 14,1822.GtUL........... 83=33..-- -.... 14,17
2--j.5. 8....... . ..... 1,18

....... 83........ 18.27
2.-,O.5 ....... 8--a -...... 14,M27
2.t4.5....... 83.- -......-- 13,15
=DC. -- - - - -- 83=-0....... 1MI1
22,101.5 ....... 83.30 ...... 1.15
22.106.5- - - - - -- 8.6.... 13.16

4. In 1 83.354. the table in paragraph
(b) Is amended as follows:

83.354 Frequencies below 5000 kElz
for public correspondence.
a a a a *

(b) ' *

abe station Asscciated coast
Coast transmittig station receiving

stations carrier feque caner frequency
located in (kilohertz)' (kilhertz)'

the vicinity
of-- Condi- Condf-

Notol tlonsof Notel tfonsof
use, note2 use, note 2

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

Mluam.F3-... 2406.0 9 2142.0 9
2WL5 None 246. 0 8
21M.0 10 2514.0 5,11
Z S&0 12 233.0 13
49M24 33 4371.0 31,32
4101.4 33 4123.0 29,32
4123.6 33 442. 0 30,32
41LN.8 33 4424 30,32

5. In § 83.355, the table in paragraph
(a) Is amended as follows:
§ 83.355 Frequencies from 5000 kHz to

27.5 MHz for public correspondence.
(a) "
(1) a a "

Ship eation Shipsaln
transmittin Coast station located receiving

carrier in th3 vllnty of-- carrier
frequincy feu
(kilobutz) klhr)

8201.2 San Fran,.co, Cal-.
KG1.2 New York, N.Y...
8201.2 Mami, Fl.
8 20.4 SanFrancsc.Calif..
8904.4 New York, N.Y.....
820.4 Mlami la.,
8214.0 _..do........-

84.0 New York. N.Y.....
8M14.0 SatFranisco, Ca1L..
8217.2 HawaIi ' ......
804 New York, N.Y .....
82104 San Frandso, Calilf.
8230.4 Miami. IaJ--
836 New York. N.Y.'----8251.6 San Francisco. Calif..-

821.6 _....do............8219.6 San Francisco, Calif.
8219.6 New York. N.Y.'...-822.8 San Francisco. Calif..
8212.8 NewYork, N.Y .---
8.8 __...do.... .8235.8 San Francisco. Calif.

823.8 Miami. Fl......

6735.2
8735-2
8735.28735.4
SM4

b74&. 0
8743.0
8743.0ML2875L4

8754.4

8757-6
8757.5
8773.6
8773.6
8273.6
8776.8

8732.8
8792.-8
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Ship station
transmitting Coast station located

carrier In the vicinity of-
frequency
(kilohertz)

' Station of primary allotment.
[FR Doc.77-12549 Filed 5-

ait. --

ii.

alif...

f1...

8262.0 Now York, N.Y.'
8262.0 San Francisco, Cs
8262.0 1fiamiFla.
8271.6 ---- do .---------
8274.8 M obile, A la . .....

12,358.0 Now York, N.Y..
12,358.0 San Francisco, Cs
12,358 0 M iam i FlaI-.. ....
12,361.5 Now York. N.Y.'
12,361.5 San Francisco, Ca
12,301.5 Miami, Fla----
12,372.0- do........
12,372.0 Now York, N.Y..
12,372.0 San Francisco, Ca
12,375.5 Hawaii I ---------
12,382.5 San Francisco, Ca
12,382.5 Now York, N.Y..
12,382.5 MiamI Fla .
12,393.0 New York, N.Y..
12,393.0 Miami, Fla.' ....
12,393.0 San Francisco, Ca
12,396.5 New York, N.Y.,
12,396.5 M iam i, Fla . .....
12,407.0 Mobile, Ala .....
12,414 0 Miami Fla .....
12,414:0 New fork, N.Y.
12,414.0 San Francisco, Ca
16,474.0 iami Fla......
16,474.0 New fork, N.Y..
16,474.0 San Francisco, Ca
16,477.5 Hawaii'.
16,491.5 ew York, N.Y.'
16,491.5 San Francisco, Ca
16,491.5 M lam i, F la . .....
16,509.0 San Francisco, Ca
16,509.0 New York, N.Y..
10,509.0 flaml, Fla. ....
16,512.5 San Francisco, Ca
16,512.5 New York, N.Y..
16,512.5 Miami, Fla......
16,523.0 New York, N.Y..
16,523.0 Miami, Fla.-..
16,523.0 San Francisco, Ca
16,526.5 New York, N.Y.'
16,526.5 Miaml, Fla......
16,530.0 .-- do.'...........
16,530.0 New York, N.Y..
16,530.0 San Francisco, Ca
16,544.0 Mobile, Ala ......
22,000.0 -- do ............
22,028.0 Now York, N.Y..
22,028.0 Miami, Fi3.'.....
22,028.0 San.Franeisco, Cal
22,0315 New York, N.Y..
22,031.5 Miami, Fla -------
22,042.0 Sar Francisco, Cal
22,042.0 New York, N.Y.'.
22,042.0 Miami, Fla -------
22,045.5 San Francisco, Ca
22,045.5 New York, N.Y..22,045.5 Miami, Fla ......

22,06.0 New fork, N. .
'22,068.0 SanFrancisco, C22.063.0 Miami, Fla ........22,06G 5 New York, N.Y'
22,066. 5 San FrancLG;o Cadt
22,066. 5 Miami, Fla .......
22,080.5 .... do .--------
22,060.5 San Francisco, Cal
22,087.5 Mobile, Ala .---

[Docket No. 20906; RM-2568; FCC 77-266]

PART 81-STATIONS ON LAND IN THE
MARITIME SERVICES AND ALASKA
PUBLIC-FIXED STATIONS

PART 83-STATIONS ON SHIPBOARD IN
THE MARITIME SERVICES

Providing for Use of Certain Frequencies
In the Maritime Services

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commlsion.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Commission's rules are
amended to allocate a 4 MHz frequency
for use in the maritime services to Mo-
bile, Alabama. The action Is taken fol-
lowing a notice of proposed rulemaking

Reply comments were filed by: Mlobile Ma-
rine Radio, Inc. (MMIS).

Supplemental comments were filed by:
AT&T.

3. MMR is the licensee of marine pub-
lic coast station WLO in Mobile, Ala-
bama which offers all three types of
maritime service: class I high seas serv-
ice to ships at sea up to several thousand
miles; class II regional coastal harbor
service; and class III local VHF service.
MMR requested in Its petition for rule-
making that the frequency 4425.4 kHz be
reallocated to Mobile for use by MMR
in providing class II telephony service.
In support, it stated that the shared use
of the frequency, 4412.6 kHz in the clgss
II service with another station and the
necessity for additional maritime com-

Coast tation
receiving

cander
frequency
(kilohertz)

8796.0
8796.0
8756.0
8805.6
88M.8

13,137.0
13,137.0
13,137.0
13,140..5
13,140.5
13,140.5
13,151.0
13,151.0
13,151.0
13,154.5
13,161.5
13,161.5
13,161.5
13,172.0
13,172.0
13,172.0
13, 175.5
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adopted in response to a petition for
rulemaking filed by Mobile Marine Ra-
dio, Inc. It is intended to give Mobile
Marine Radio, Inc., an additional 4 MH1
frequency for use in Class II radiote-
lephony service and thereby allow that
licensee to more efficiently handle its
traffic load in that service.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 3,1977.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Lucian L. Arnone, International Pro-
grams Staff, Common Carrier Bureau,
202-632-3214; or James L. Ball, Tariff
Proceedings Branch, Common Carrier
Bureau, 202-632-7164. ,

SUPPLEMENTARY " INFORMATION:
13,175.5
13,186.0 REPORT AND ORDER-(PROCEEDING
13,193.0 TERMINATED)
13,193.0

lif. 13,193.0 Adopted: April 14, 1977.
...... 17,269.0
-- 17,269.0 Released: April 22,1977.

lit.'. 17,269.0
17,2725 In the matter of amendment of §§ 81.-

-- 17,296.5
lf._ 17,285 306(b) and 83.354(b) of the Comm's-

17,28.5 slon's rules to provide for the use of an
If._- 17,304.0. 17,'4.0 additional 4 MHz frequency at Mobile,

17,30o- Alabama, Docket No, 20906; RM-2568.
11.'.- 17,307.5 1. We have before us comments, reply

17,307.5
17,07.5 comments and supplementary comments
17,316.0 filed in response to our notice of pro-
17,318.0

ir__ 17,318.0 posed rulemaking in the above-captioned
----- 17,321.5 matter -released on September 15, 1976--- 17, 321.5

17,EF. (61 -FCC 2d 270)" and published in the
17,325.0 FEDERAL REGISTER on September 20, 1976

liT... 17,32 .0 (41 FR 40470). Our notice of proposed
17,339.0
2z625.5 rulemaking was adopted upon consider-

----- 622. ation of a petition for rulemaking filed
f-- 2%=5 by Mobile Marine Radio, Inc. (MMR).

22657.0 The dates for filing comments and reply--- 22,657.0
If--- 22,6.5 comments thereto have passed. We also

22,6-.5 have before us for consideration a peti-
22,667.5 tion filed by MMR for reconsideration
22,671.0
22,671.o of the Chief, Safety and Special Radio
-- 67L0 Services Bureau's denial of its request

._: 2%m5 for special temporary authority to utilize
22,62.5 the frequency 4425.4 kHz requested in
I2. o Its petition for rulemaking to be reallo-
22,692 o cated to Mobile, Alabama.
S 22,706.0If._. =706. 2. Comments were filed by:

---- 22,713.0 American Telephone and Telegraph Com-
pany (AT&T)

•* * SGC, Inc. (SGC)

Gulf Radiotelephone & Electronics, Inc.
4-77;8:45 am] (Gulf)
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munications service In the Gulf of Mex-
ico and the Carribean area generates
the requirement for allocation of an ad-
ditional 4 MHz channel for discrete as-
signment to station WLO. The 4425.4
kHz frequency requested is primarily
assigned to Corpus Christi and Galves-
ton, Texas for class fI usage 1 and to San
Francisco for class I usage. The fre-
quency is also secondarily assigned to
AT&T Jn New York for class I usage sub-
Ject to non-interference to use in the
Gulf by class II stations at the time AUVIR
filed Its petition. It is also being used by
AT&T's Miami class I station pursuant
to special temporary authority pending
the outcome in Docket No. 20449 (52 FCC
2d 865 (1975)).' In our Notice of pro-
posed rulemaking, we stated that shared
use of 4425.4 kHz between AT&T's Miami
class I station and MMR would not be
feasible since both stations would be us.
Ing the same frequency at the same time
and serving vessels in the same geo-
graphical area. We therefore proposed
to allocate to Mobile for class I usage by

)IMR the frequency 4389.8 kHz now allo-
cated to Alaska I and San Francisco ' on
a primary basis and to New York and
Miami on a secondary basis also for class
I service.

4. AT&T filed comments agreeing to
share 4399.8 kHz In the class I service
equally between its New York and Miami
stations and Mobile so long as the fre-
quency remained primarily assigned to
Its San Francisco class I station for
priority usage in cases of interference.
MMR replied correctly pointing out that
It had sought a frequency in the 4 MHz
band for relief to Its class II service
and not its class I service. MMR also
contended that assignment of a frd-
quency in the 4 MHz band for class X
usage rather than class IU usage would
violate sections 201 and 202 of the Com.
munications Act 8 MIR stated that Its

'Southwestern Bell Telephone Company,
the licensee of public class IM coast station
KCC at Corpus Christi and KQP at Galves-
ton, Texas, has never activated tWo frequency,
4425.4 kHz for use In the class 11 service.2 Docket No. 20449 was instituted, in part,
to consider whether the Commission's rules
should be amended to allocate the frequency
4425.4 kHz to Miami for class I use. By Re.
port and Order issued today, we are so
amending the rules.

3 The frequency, 4399.8 kHz Is used for non-
common carrier purposes in Alaska.

' The frequency, 4399.8 kHz is also assigned
to San Francisco for class ir service, however,
Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company,
the licensee of public class liB coast station
R7 has never activated the frequency,

5Section 201(b) states, in part: All
charges, practices, classifications, and regu-
lations for and in connection with such
communication service, shall be just and
reasonable, and any such charge, practice,
classification, or regulation that is unjust
or unreasonable is hereby declared to be
unlawful * * *

Section 202(a) states, In'part: It shall be
unlawful for any common carrier to make
any unjust or unreasonable discrimination
in charges, practices, classifications, regula-
tions, facilities, or services for or in connec-
tion with like communication service, di-
rectly or Indirectly, by any means or device,
or to make or glVo any undue or unreason-
able preference or advantage to any par.
ticular person, class of persons, or locality,
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class II radio-telephone service is offered
on the shared 4412.6 kHz channel at
$1.85 per three minute minimum pur-
suant to AT&T Tariff F.C.C. No. 263
while its class I radiotelephone service
is offered on- 8 MHz, 13 MHz, 17 MHz
and 22 .ffz channels at $13.50fer three
minute minimum as prescribed by the
tariffV Thus, MIR submitted that
* *- * it would be-in contravention of

the Act for it -to charge $1.85 for traffic
handled on 4412.6 kHz and $13.50 for
trafic handled on 4399.8 kHz or 4425.4
kHz * * * using the same facilities and
essentially entailing the same common
carrier radio communications service".
MAM therefore requested that we adopt
the frequency assignmenproposal as set
forth in Its petition for rule making.
AT&T iled supplemental comments re-
peating that it would share 4399.8 kHz
with-MMR subject to those conditions
specified in its previous comments. It
suggested, however, that a 2 MHz band
be assigned to MMR for use in class II
service.

5. We will not allocate the frequency
4425.4 kHz to Mobile for MMR's use
since it has been allocated to AT&T at
Miami in Docket No. 20449. However, we
recognize that essentially the same ra-
diotelephone service is involved in
M M's present provision of class II serv-
ice over 4412.6 kHz as would be involved
in MMlR's rendering class I service over
4399.8 kHz as proposed by our notice
of proposed rulemaking. Since essenti-
ally the same geographical area would
be covered by use of these frequencies
by MMR, the same customers would be
served. We believe that for a carrier to
charge $13.50 for radiotelephone service
offered over one 4- MHz channel while
charging $1.85 for the same service to
the same customers over another 4 MHz
channel would contravene sections 201
(b) and 202(a) of the Act. Therefore, we
will allocate the frequency 4399.8 kHz
to Mobile for use by -MMR in class 1H
service recognizing that the public in-
terest requires in this instance that serv-
ice by MMR be rendered at the cheaper

or to subject any particular person, class of
persons, or locality to any undue or unrea-
sonable prejudice or disadvantage.

GUnder the terms of trafc agreements
between mm and South Central Bell Tele-
phone Company. MMR must concur in the
radio uik charges specified In Tariff F.C.0;
No.263.

rate The frequency will remain allo-
cated to New York and Miami, but sub-
ject to non-interference to its use at
Mobile. We believe this is reasonable
since 4425.4 kHz and 4415.8 kHz have
been permanently allocated to Miami in
Docket No. 20449 for class I usage. In
addition, AT&T's New York and Miami
stations have six additional 4 MHz fre-
quencies between them for class I usage.
As concerns the assignment of frequency
4399.8 kilz for primary use at both San
Francisco class I station and Mobile,
Alabama class H station, we believe the
frequency can be used at both stations
for the respective service to be rendered
without harmful interference to either
service.

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, Effective
June 3, 1977, that Parts 81 and 83 of the
Commission's rules and regulations are
amended, as set forth below. Authority
for these amendments Is contained in
sections 4(i) and 303(r) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended (47
U.S.C. 154(a) and 303(r)).

7. It is further ordered, That MM's
petition for reconsideration Is denied.

8. It is further ordered, That AT&T's
motion for acceptance of supplemental
comments is granted.

9. It is further ordered, That (his pro-
ceeding is terminated.
(Sees. 4, 303.48 Stat., as amended. 10W, 1082
(47 US.0. 154.303).)

FsuzaL COMMUNCATIONS
Comm Issros;.

VnrczmN L. Murmlis,
Secretary.

Parts 81 and 83 of Chapter I of Title 47
of the Code of Federal Regulations are
amended as follows:

A. Part 81, Stations on Land In the
Maritime Service and Alaska Public
Fixed Stations, s amended as follows:

1. In J 8106, the table In paragraph
(a) is amended and a new footnote 4
is added to the table, and the table In
paragraph (b) Is amended and new foot-
notes 37 and 38 are added to read as
follows:
§ 81.306 Frequencies available below

27.5 MHz.
(a)**
(1) Working frequencies below 5000

kHz.
7 The fact that our rules currently provide

for different classes of public coast stations
and allows for the assignment and use of
the same frequency band in different classes
of stations creates the problems that this
proceeding has served to bring to the fore-
front. We bellieve that means must be ex-
plored to correct this situaton and we will
in the near future institute a proceeding
to address necessary changes In the rules

a Commissioner Washburn absent.

Coistsfaua coast station
transmtn Cotstation located receivi

can-ter In the vidty ot-- carrier

(kilohertz)

2o.0 awaii 2134.0
2,00 New York. N.Y..... 28.0
43710 San Francsco. Cal_. 4714
4371.0 NewYrk N.Y...... 40724437L0 O m. . . . 40" - 4
4330M2 New Yrk. N.Y.t.._ 4MG1.6
439.2 San Franci co, Call. 40916
43.2 M1am. Fla ........ 4091-6
4M19.8 New Yark. N.Y ..... 4101.2
43.8 San Francisco, Cal[l._. 4101.2
4339.8 -iamLFla.

5 ..... 4101.2
43.0 New York. N.Y.... 4104.4
4833.0 San Francisco, Calif'_ 4104.4
443.0 M naml Fla- - 4104.4
4415.8 11'...... 4117.2
4419.0 Miami. L _ 41.4
4419.0 New York, N.Y..... 4120.4
4M.2 Mial.Ftat ...... 4123.6
4--2 New Yok. N.Y.. 41,.6
44=±2 San Francisco, CalL... 41236
4425.4 Naw Ycork.N.YA... 412&9
4454 San Francisco. Calif.. 412.8
4 .6 NewarYork. N.Y. .... 4130.0
442.6 San Frarcisc Cali.. 4130.0
4433. a i, F....la-- 410.

'Statin cf primary allotment.
2 -ubJect to nalaterference to se at location set forth

,t;&)eiin tim (c arWsectmOceanarm~ pri12mary allotment serving the F&Pac
Ocea area.

I Aralable far ma anmnmly at New York. N.Y.
during period December to War. 15.

(b; *** 9 C *

Coast station Asociated coast
Coast transmitting station receiving

stations carrier freque carrier frequency
located In (kicbertzL alet)

the vicinity
Condi- Condi-

Notel tIaouso Notel tionsof
of- uSe note 2 use, note 2

(l) (2) (3) (4) (3)

abto, Als.. 2572.0 None 2430.0 Noze
4t12.6 32.35 411.0 33
43 $ 3? 4101.2 37

San Fran-

Eureka.
Calif ....... 23O 21 2 03 23

2.0 Nona 20.0 None
4371.0 31.32 4072.4 33
4M0.2 29.32 409LG 33
43D9.8 32.38 411.2 33

37. Mobil, Ala3, 13 the station of primrtrgnsnin the Gulf of Mexico. Frequency shae ItSaFr-
clam. Calf. New York. N.Y. and Miami. Fla.

33. San Francico. Calif. Is the station of primary
=Ignmat In the aci Ocean aea. Frequey shaed

with Miaml. F13., Mobile, ALa. and New York. X.Y.

B. Part 83-Stations on Shipboard in
the Maritime Services, is amended as
follows:.

1. In § 83.354, the table in paragraph
(b) Is amended and new footnotes 37 and
38 are added to read as follows:

§ 83.354 Frequencies below 5000 kHz
for public correspondence.

(b) * *
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Mobile station ' Associated coast
Coast transmitting station transmitting

stations carier frequency carrier frequency
located in (klohertz)' (kilohertz)'

the vicinity
of- Condi- Condi-

Note 1 tfons of Note 1 tlons of
use, note 2 use, note 2

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

Mobile, Ala._ 2430.0 None 2572.0 None
4101.2 33 4399.8 32,37
4114.0 33, 4412.6 3235

San
Francisco-
Eureka,
Calif ----- 2003.0 23 2450.0 24

2406.0 None 2506.0 None
4072.4 33 4371.0 31,32
4091.6 33 4390.2 29,32
4101.2 33 4399.8 32,35

37. Mobile, Ala., is the station of primary awgnment
in the Gulf of Mexico. Frequency shared with San
Francqco, Calif., New York, N.Y., and Miami, Fla.

38. San Francisco, Calif. is the station of primary assign-
ment in the Pacific Ocean area. Frequency shared with

ilami, Fla., Mobile, Ala., and New York. N.Y.

[FR Doc.77-12550 Filed 5-4-77; 8:45 am]

Title 50-Wildlife and Fisheries I
CHAPTER I-U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE-
RIOR

PART 33-SPORT FISHING
Tewaukon National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak.
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, In-
terior.
ACTION: Final Rule.
SUMMARY: Summer fishing season on
Tewaukon National Wildlife Refuge will
begin on May 7, 1977 and end on Novem-
ber 20, 1977. This fishing will permit util-
ization of surplus fish populations.
DATES: Comments will be received up
to May 7, 1977. Effective date: May 7,
1977.
ADDRESSES: Sammy J. Waldstein,
Refuge Manager, Tewaukon National
Wildlife Refuge, Cayuga, ND 58013. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Area Manager, U.S. Fish and Wililife
Service, Box 1897, Bismarck, ND 58501.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The following special regulation is issued
and is effective May 5, 1977.
§ 33.5 Special Regulations, sport fish-

ing, for individual wildlife refuge
areas.

NORTH DAKOTA
TEWAUHON NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing on the Tewaukon Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, Cayuga, North
Dakota, s permitted only on the areas
designated by signs as open to fishing.
These open areas are Lake Tewaukon,
Mann Lake and Sprague Lake, compris-
ing 1,440 acres, and are shown on maps
available at refuge headquarters and
from the office of the Area Manager,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Box 1897,
Bismarck, North Dakota 58501.. Sport

fishing shall be in accordance with all
applicable State regulations subject to
the following special conditions:

(1) The open season for sport fishing
on Sprague Lake and Mann Lake ex-
tends from May 7, 1977 through Septem-
ber 30, 1977, daylight hours only.

-(2) The open season for sport fish-
ing, on Lake- Tewaukon extends from
Wfay 7, 1977 through November 20, 1977,
daylight hours only.

(3) Access to Lake Tewaukon will be
limited to certain designated shoreline
areas from October 1, 1977 through No-
vember 20, 1977.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife 'refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33,
and are effective through November 20,
1977.

SAMMY J. WALDSTEIN,
Refuge Manager, Tewaukon Na-

tional Wildlife Refuge, Cay-
uga, North Dakota.

MARCH 7, 1977.
[IF Doc.77-12853 Filed 5-4-77; 8:45 am]

Title 7-Agriculture
SUBTITLE A-OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

OF AGRICULTURE
PART 6-IMPORT QUOTAS AND FEES

Subpart-Section 22 Import Quotas

PRICE DETERMINATION FOR CERTAIN CHEESE
AGENCY: Foreign Agricultural Service,
USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The subpart, Section 22 Im-
port Quotas, is amended to change the
price, determined by the Secretary of
Agriculture, which is used as a basis for
establishing import restrictions under
Section 22 on certain cheese. The change
from $1.00 to $1.05 per pound is required
since one of the factors used in deter-
mining such price (the Commodity
Credit Corporation purchase price for
Cheddar cheese under the milk support
program) has been increased.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 5, 1977. See
supplementary information.
FOR FURTHEIR INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Bryant H. Wadsworth, Head, Dairy
and Import Group, Dairy, Livestock
and Poultry Division, FCA, Foreign
Agricultural Service, 6621 S. Agricul-
tural Building, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.
20250 (202-447-5270).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Since the action taken herewith involves
foreign affairs functions of the United
States, this amendment falls within the
foreign affairs exception to the notice
and effective date provisions of 5 U.S.C.
553. (See. 3, 62 Stat. 1248, as amended,
7 U.S.C. 624; Part 3 of the Appendix to
the Tariff -Schedules of the United
States, 19 U.S.C. 1202.)

EFFECTIVE DATE
In accordance with headnote 3 (a) (v)

of Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff
Schedules of the United States, the
change In price effected by this amend-
ment would not make the import restric-
tions contained in items 950.10B3
through 950.10E of Part 3 of the Appen-
dix to the Tariff Schedules of the United
States applicable to cheese having a
purchase price of, $1.00 or more per
pound if such cheese had been exiiorted
to the United States on a through bill
of lading or had been placed In bonded
warehouse on or before May 5, 1977.
* The subpart, Section 22 Import QUo-
tas, of Part 6, Subtitle A of Title 7, Is
amended as follows:

1. Section 6.16, under the heading
"Price Determination for Certain Quo-
tas," is amended to read as follows:
§ 6.16 Price determination.

The price referred to In items 950,10B
through 950.10E of Part 3 of the Ap-
pendix to the Tariff Schedules, deter-
mined by the Secretary of Agriculture In
Accordance with headnote 3(a) (v) of
said Part 3, is $1.05 per pound. This
price shall continue In effect until
changed by amendment of this section.

2. Group V of Appendix 1, under the
heading "Licensing Regulation," is
amended by changing the description
appearing Immediately below "Group V"
to read as follows:

Cheese described below, if shipped other-
wise than in pursuance to a purchase, or If
having a purchase prce0 under $1.05 per
pound,

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 2nd
day of May 1977.

BOB BERGLAND,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.77-12941 F"iled 5-4-77,8:45 amI

CHAPTER IX-AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE.
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

[Navel Orange Regulation 4121
PART 907-NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN

ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling
AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This regulation establishes
the quantity of California-Arizona navel
oranges that may be shipped to fresh
market during the weekly regulation
period May 6-12, 1977. This regulation Is
needed to provide for orderly marketing
of fresh navel oranges for the regulation
period because of the production and
marketing situation confronting the
navel orange industry.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 6,1977.

FEDERAL- REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

22874



RULES AND REGULATIONS

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Charles R. Brader, Deputy Director,.
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.
20250 (202-447-3545).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
(a) Findings. (C) Pursuant to the
amended marketing agreement and Or-
der No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part.
907), regulating the handling of navel
oranges grown in Arizona aid designated
paxt of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations and
information submitted by the Navel
Orange Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the amended marketing
agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is found that
the limitation of handling of such navel
oranges, as provided in this regulation
will tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the act.

(2) The need for this regulation to
limit the quantity of navel oranges that
inay be marketed during the specified
week stems froni the production and
marketing situation confronting the
navel orange industry. N.

() The committee has submitted its
recommendation for the quantity of
navel oranges it considers advisable to
be handled during the specified week.
The recommendation resulted from con-
sideration of the factors covered in the
order. The committee further reports
the demand for navel oranges continues
fairly strong for first grade fruit in the
medium size ranges, while it is fair for
choice grade fruit and fruit in the other
size ranges. Average f.o.b. price was $3.68
per carton on a reported sales volume
of 1,028 carlots last week, compared to
$3.77 per carton on sales of 1,009 carlots
a week earlier. Track and rolling sup-
plies at 446 cars were down 97 cars from
last week.'

(ii) Having considered the recom-
mendatiof- and information submitted
by the committee, and other available
information, the Secretary finds that the
quantity of navel oranges which may be
handled should 'be established as pro-
vided in this regulation.

(3) It is further found that it is im-
practicable and is contrary to the public
interest to give-preliminary notice, en-
gage in public rulemaking procedure,and
postpone the effective date until 30 days
after publication in the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER (5 U.S.C. 553), because the time in-
tervening between the date when infor-
mation-upon which this regulation is
based became available and the time
when it must become effective to effec-
tuate the declared ,policy of the act is
insufficient. A reasonable time is per-
mitted, for preparation for the effective
time; and good cause exists for making
the regulation effective as specified. The
'committee held an open meeting during
the current week, after giving due notice,
-to consider supply and market conditions

for navel oranges and the need for regu-
lation. Interested persons were afforded
an opportunity to submit information
and views at this meeting. The recom-
mendation and supporting information
for regulation during the period specified
were promptly submitted to the Secretary
after the meeting was held, and infor-
mation concerning the provisions and
effective time has been provided to han-
dlers of navel oranges. It is necessary, to
effectuate the declared policy of the act.
to make this regulation effective as spec-
ified. The committee meeting was held
on May 3, 1977.

§ 907.712 Navel OrangbRegulntion 412.
(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti-

ties of navel oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period May
6, 1977, through May 12, 1977, are hereby
fixed as follows: (1) District 1: 1,050.000
cartons; (i1) District 2: Unlimited
Movement; (iii) District 3: Unlimited£/:ovement.

(2) As used in this section, "handled,"
"District 1," "District'2,"1 "District 3,"
and "carton" have the same meaning as
when used In said amended marketing
agreement and order.
(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674.)

Dated: May 4, 1977.
CaARLrs R. BaERe,

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Sence.

[FR Doc.77-I3030 Filed 5-4-77; 11:55 aml

PART 917-FRESH PEARS. PLUMS, AND
PEACHES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA

Exemption

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, USDA.
ACTION: Final Rule.
SUMMARY: This document exempts the
handling of fresh pears, plums, and
peaches at Certified Farmers Markets in
the State of California from certain mar-
keting order requirements. This is In-
tended to permit direct marketing of
these fruits from producer to consumer
and at the same time insure that the
fruits Is of acceptable quality.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 9, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Charles R. Brader, Deputy Director.
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250, 202-447-3545.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Marketing Order No. 917 (7 CFR Part
917) regulates the handling of fresh
pears, plums, and peaches grown in Cali-
fornia. The order is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended, hereinafter referred to
as the "act." This exemption was recom-
mended under § 917.43 of the order by

the respective Commodity Committees
(I.e., Pear, Plum, and Peach) which are
established under the order to administer
its terms and provisions.

Under the order, the term handle
mean to sell, consign, deliver, or trans-
port these fruits or to cause such fruits
to be sold, consigned, delivered, or trans-
ported between the production area Mie,
the State of California) and any point
outside the area or within the arm. Sec-
tion 917.143 (41 FR, 22071, 28508) of the
Subpart-Rules and Regulation (7 CER
Part 917.100 et seq.) permits handling
of specified quantities of fresh pears,
plums, and peaches exempt from certain
order requirements ( 917.37. Assess-
ments. § 917.41 Issuance of Regulations,
1917.42 Modification, suspension, or
termination of regulations,_§ 917.45 In-
spection and certification, and § 917.50
Reports). The exemptions are currently
applicable to sales of fruits at producers!
premises or at packinghouses or retail
stands owned and operated by producers.
This action would amend § 917143 to
make the exemption permitted by that
section applicable to fruit handled in
Certified Farmers Markets. A California
Department of Food and Agriculture
regulation which becomes effective on
April 29, 1977, authorizes direct market-
ing to consumers of fruits (among other
commodities) exempt from State re-
quirements relative to size, standard
pack, containers, and certain labeling,
at Certified Farmers Markets. These
markets are defined as "A location
approved by the county agricultural
commissioner of that county where
produ-ts may be soldr by certified pro-
ducers directly to consumers. A Certified
Farmers Market may be operated by one
or more certified producers, by a non-
profit organization, or by a local govern-
ment agency which, prior to adoption of
this Article, authorized and operated a
farmers market in which producers sold
their products to consumers."

It Is hereby found it is Impracticable,
unnecessary, and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice and
engage n publLc rulemaking procedure
in that: (1) This actionis a relaxation of
restrictions on certain handling of fresh
pears, plums, and peaches; and (2) the
exemption Should be made effective May
9, 1977, in order that It will be available
In time for the beginning of shipments of
any fruit produced in the 1977 season.

It is hereby further found that the
amendment of the Subpart--Rules and
Regulations, as hereinafter set forth, is
in accordance with the order andrilI
tend to carry out the declared policy of
the act. Therefore, § 917.143(b) is
amended to-read as follows:
§ 917.143 Exemption.

(b)
(5) Such pears, plums, and peaches

are handled by the person who produced
them; and the handling takes. place WD
on the premises where grown. (Wi at a
packinghouse or retail stand nearby
which is operated by said handler, or
(liD at a Certified Farmers Market in
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compliance with Section 1392 of the reg-
ulations of the California Department-of
Food and Agriculture.
(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674.)

Dated May 2, 1977, to become effective
May 9, 1977.

. CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director Fruit and Veg- -

etable Division Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.77-12917 Plied 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Title 16--Commercial Practices
CHAPTER I-FEDERAL TRADE

COMMISSION
[Docket No. C-2876]

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

National Service Industries, Inc., Trading
as Certified Leasing Co.

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Order to cease and desist.
SUMMARY: This consent order requires
an Atlanta, Georgia, furniture leasing
company, among other things to cease
failing to maintain adequate records and
follow prescribed procedures for locating
qualified customers and making proper
refunds to them. Further, the order re-
quires the firm to furnish lessees with
detailed written notices of pertinent in-
formation and prohibits the use of any
of the above notices in the collection of
delinquent debts.
DATES: The Complaint and order is-
sued April 7, 1977.'
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Michael J. Vitale, Director, Washing-
ton, D.C. Regional Office, Room 600-C,
Gelman Building, 2120 "L" Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20017; (202) 254-
7700.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On Thursday, January 27, 1977, there
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(42 FR 5136) a proposed consent agree-
ment with analysis In the Matter of
National Service Industries, Inc., a corpo-
ration doing business as Certified Leas-
ing Company, for the purpose of solicit-
ing public comment. Interested parties
were given sixty (60) days in which to
submit comments, suggestions, or objec-
tions regarding the proposed form of or-
derf

No comments having been received,
the Commission has ordered the is-
suance of the complaint in the form
contemplated by the agreement, made
Its jurisdictional findings and entered its
order to cease and desist, as set forth in
the proposed consent agreement, in dis-
position of this proceeding.

The prohibited trade practices and/or
corrective actions, as codified under 16
CFR Part 13, are as follows:

'Copies of the Complaint, and the Decision
and Order filed with the original document.

Subpart-Corrective Actions and/or
Requirements: § 13.533 Corrective ac-
tions and/or requirements; 13.533-20
Disclosures; 13.533-45 Maintain records;
13.533-50 Maintain means of communi-
cation; 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates and/
or credits. Subpart-Failing to Maintain
Records: § 13.1051 Failing to maintain
records; 13.1051-20 Adequate. Subpart--
Neglecting, Unfairly or Deceptively, To
Make Material Disclosure: § 13.1895 Sci-
entific or other relevant facts.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721, (15 U.S.C. 46). Inter-
prets or applies see. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as
amended; (15 U.S.C. 45).)

JOHN F. DUGAN,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-12835 Fled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

(Docket 9049]
PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-

TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

General ElectricCo.
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Order to cease and desist.

SUMMARY: This is a consent order re-
quiring a Fairfield, Conn., manufacturer
of television sets and other electrical
household appliances, among other
things to cease misrepresenting the com-
parative superiority, special features and
reliability of their products through use
of unsubstantiated advertising claims.

DATES: Complaint, July 29, 1975; de-
cision, April 7, 1977.'
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Richard B. Herzog, Assistant Director
for National Advertising, Bureau of
Consumer Protection, Federal Trade
Commission, 6th and Pennsylvania
Ave. *NW., Washington, D.C. 20580
(202-724-1499).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On Wednesday, February 9, 1977, there
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(42 FR 8215) a proposed consent agree-
ment with analysis in the matter of Gen-
eral Electric Company, for the purpose
of soliciting public comment. Interested
parties were given sixty (60) days in
which to submit comments, suggestions,
or objections regarding the proposed
form of order.

No comments having been received,
the Commission has ordered the issu-
ance of the complaint in the form con-
templated by the agreement, made its
jurisdictional findings and entered its
order to cease and desist, as set forth in
the proposed consent agreement, in dis-
position of this proceeding.

The prohibited trade practices and/or
corrective actions, as codified under 16
CFR, are as follows:

Subpart-Advertising Falsely or Mis-
leadingly § 13.10 Advertising falsely or

'Copies of the complaint and the decision
and order filed with the original document.

misleadingly; § 13.20 Comparativd data
or merits; 13.20-20 Competitors' prod-
ucts; § 13.160 Promotional sales plans;
§ 13.170 Qualities or properties of
product or service; § 13.205 Scientific
or other relevant facts; § 13.210 Scien-
tific tests; § 13.265 Tests ,and investi-
gations; § 13.280 Unique nature or ad-
v a n t a g e s; Subpart-Misrepresenting
Oneself and Goods-Goods: § 13.1575
Comparative data or merits; § 13.1710
Qualities or properties; §13.1740 Scien-
tific or other relevant facts; § 13.1762
Tests, purported; § 13.70 Unique naturb
or advantages. Promotional Sales Plans:
§ 13.1830 Promotional 'sales plans.
Subpart-Offering Unfair, Improper and
Deceptive Inducements to Purchase or
Deal: § 13.2063 Scientific or other rel-
evant facts.
(See. 6,38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets or
applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15
U.S.C. 45.)

JOHN F. DUGAN,
Acting Secretary.

[PR Doc.77-12849 Piled 5-4-77:8:45 am]

[Docket 89931

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC.
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

Sears, Roebuck and Co.
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Order to cease and desist.
SUMMARY: This consent order requires
a Chicago, Ill., merchandising organiza-
tion, among other things, to cease using
bait and switch tactics and other unfair
or deceptive strategies In the advertising
and sale of major home appliances. The
order further requires the firm to con-
spicuously post copies of advertisements
in the proper departments of stores, and
to have sufficient quantities of the ad-
vertised Items available to meet reason-
ably anticipated demand.
DATES: Complaint issued Sept, 17, 1974,
decision issued April 11, 1977.
FOR ORTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Stephanie W. Kanwit, Director, Chi-
cago Regional Office, Federal Trade
Commission, 55 East Monroe St., Suite
1437, Chicago, Ill., 60603, (312-353-
4423).

SUPPEMiENTARY INFORMATION:
In the matter of Sears, Roebuck and Co.,
a corporation. The prohibited trade
practices and/or corrective actions, as
codified under 16 CFM 13, are as follows:

Subpart--Advertising Falsely or Mis-
leadingly:- § 13.10 AdvertIsin K falsely
or misleadingly; 13.10-1 Availability of
merchandise and/or facilities; § 13.20
Comparative data or merits; § 13.155

'Copies of the complaint, and the decision
and order, Including a separate statement
by Chairman Engman concurred In by Com-
missioner Hanford and a dissenting state-
ment by Commissioner Thompson, flied with
the original document.
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Prices; 13.155-10 Bait; § 13.160 Pro-
motional sales plans; § 13.175 Quality
of product or service; § 13.180 Quan-
tity; 13.180-35 Offered; § 13.205 Sci-
entific or other relevant facts. Subpart--
Corrective actions and/or Requirements:
§ 13.533 1 Corrective actions and/or re-
quirements; 13.533-20 Disclosures; 13.-
533-25 Displays, in-house; 13.533-45
Maintain records. Subpart--Delaying or
Withholding Corrections, Adjustments
or Action Owed: § 13.677 Delaying or
failing to deliver goods or' provide serv-
ices or facilities. Subpart-Disparaging
Products, Merchandise, Services, etc.:
§ 13.1042 Disparaging products, mer-
chandise, services, etc. Subpart-Mlisren-
resenting Oneself and Goods--Goods:
§ 13.1572 Availability of advertised mer-
chandise and/or facilitls; § 13.1575
Comparative data or merits; § 13.1715
Quality; § 13.1720 Quantity; § 13.1740
Scientific or other relevant facts. Prices:
§ 13.1779 Bait. Promotional Sales Plans:
§ 13.1830 Promotional sales plans. Sub-
art-Neglecting, Unfairly or Decep-

tively, to make Material Disclosure:
§ 13.1895 Scientific or other relevant
facts. Subpart-Offering Unfair, Im-
proper and Deceptive Inducements to
Purchase or Deal: § 13.2013 Offers de-
ceotively made and evaded; § 13.2063
Scientific or other relevant facts.
(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 4. Interprets
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719. as amended;
15 U.S.C. 45.)

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

ORDER

I
For purposes of this Consent Order,

the following definitions shall apply:
A. The term "major home appliance"

includes (but is not limited to) home
appliances within the following product
lines sold by respondent: automatic
laundry (washers and dryers); -sewing
machines; vacuum cleaners and sweep-
ers; refrigeration products (refrigerators
and chest or upright freezers); stoves,
ranges and ovens; room air conditioners;
humidifiers and dehumidifiers; .televi-
sions; dishwashers; floor polishers; and
home audio electronic equipment.

ORDER
"It

It is ordered, That'respondent Sears,
Roebuck and Co., a corporation, its sue-

.cessors and assigns, and respondents
employees, agents, representatives, in-
cluding sales representatives, directly or
through any corporation, subsidiary, di-
vision, or other device, in connection
with the advertising, offering for sale,
sale and distribution of sewing machines,
washers and dryers and other major
home appliances, in or affecting com-
merce, as "commerce" is defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from:

1. Making representations directly or
indirectly, orally or in writing, that any

major home appliances are offered for
sale when such representation is not a
bona fide offer to sell such major home
aptiliances.

2. Offering for sale any major home
appliance when such offer is not a bona
fide offer to sell such major home appli-
anoe.

3. Disparaging, In any manner, any
major home *ppliance which Is adver-
tised or offered for sale.

4. Utilizing demonstrations or disolays
of any advertised major home appliance
in which said appliance is made to ap-
pear defective for the purpose of dis-
couraging its purchase.

5. Making, directly or by Implication.
orally or in writing, any false, mislead-
ing or deceptive comparisons between the
advertised major home appliances amd
other home appliances of the same prod-
uct line.

6. Failing to have available at each
store to which the advertisement ap-
plies, or at a warehouse facility serving
each such store, quantities of advertised
major home appliances sufficlent to meet
reasonably anticipated demands for such
appliances, or failing to take orders for
such reasonably anticipated demands
from customers desiring to purchase ad-
vertised major home appliances or fail-
ing to deliver such ordered merchandise
within a reasonable period of time after
purchase by customers.

It is further ordered, That respond-
ent maintain and produce for inspec-
tion and copying by a representative
of the Federal Trade Commission for
a period of three years following the
date of publication of any local ad-
vertisement of sewing machines,
washers and dryers and other major
home appliances adequate records to
document for the entire period during
which each advertisement was run:

(a) The total volume of sales in units
of advertised major home appliances at
the advertised price by each store to
which the advertisement applies;

(b) Monthly inventory statements for
each store to which the advertisement
applies of the units of major home ap-
pliances featured in each advertisement;

(c) The total volume of sales In units
of major home appliances by stock or
model number within the advertised
product line by each store to which the
advertisement applies.

The recordkeepifig provision of this
Order shall be limited to major home
appliances which have two or more mod-
els in the product line with a retail cost
of $100.00 or more, Provided, however,
No records need be created or main-

-tained foi any tnajor home appliances
sold at a retail price of $35.00 or less
each.

It is further ordered, That respondent
shall forthwith cease and desist from
disseminating, or causing the dissemina-
tion of any printed advertisement which
represents that major home appliances
are available for sale at a stated price
at any of its stores, unless respondent

clearly and conspicuously sets forth in
each such advertisement:

Each of these advertised Items is readily
available for sale as advertised.

It is further ordered, That respondent
shall post a copy of such advertisement,
including a copy of the notice referred to
in the previous paragraph, at a con-
splcuous place in the major home ap-
pliance department or departments of
each store to which such advertisement
applies, throughout the period to which
the advertisement applies.

It is further ordered, If, the~respond-
ent advertises by radio and television
and does not advertise in print adver-
tisements during any given period, that
major home appliances are available for
sale at a, stated price at any of its stores,
respondent shall post at a conspicuous
place in the major home appliance de-
partment or departments of each store
to which such advertisement applies,
throughout the period to which the ad-
vertisement applies, a sign not less than
11" by 14", which shall include the full
text of said advertisement, together with
thelegend:

Each of these advertised items Is readily
available for sale as advertised.

It is further ordered, That respondent
after showing a customer, responding to
an advertisement, the advertised model
in a reasonable manner and making a
bona fide offer to take an order for such
advertised major home appliance, may
offer to. and if the customer so desires,
may show the customer other models of
major home appliances within the same
product line. This paragraph shall not
be construed or interpreted to limit or
modify any other paragraph of this
Order.

It is further ordered, That-respondent
shall deliver a copy of this Order to all
present and future managerial person-
nel and salespersons engaged In the sale
of major home appliances or in any as-
pect of the preparation, creation, or
placing of advertisements of such prod-
ucts and secure from each such person
a signed statement acknowledging re-
celpt of said Order.

It is further ordered, That respondent
notify the Commission at least 30 days
prior to any proposed change in the
corporate respondent such as dissolution,
assignment or sale resulting in the emer-
gence of a successor corporation, the
creation or dissolution of subsidiaries or
any other change in the corporation
which may affect compliance obligations
arising out of the Order.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent shall within sixty (60) days
after the service upon it of this Order,
file with the Commission a report, in
writing, setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which It has complied
with this Order.

JoHN F. DUGAN,
Acting Secretary.

JFRDoc.7-12850 iled 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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2 RULES AND REGULATIONS

CHAPTER I1-CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION

PART 1014-POLICIES AND PROCEDURES
IMPLEMENTING THE PRIVACY ACT OF
1974

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.
ACTION. Final amendment of rules.
SUMMARY: This rule amends the Con-
sumer PrQduct Safety Commission's
rules implementing the Privacy Act of
1974 by reassigning the responsibilities
of Commission officials under the Pri-
vacy Act. The responsibility for decid-
Ing requests for correction or amend-
ment of a record formerly assigned to
the system manager, is reassigned to the
Executive Director. The responsibility
for deciding appeals of initial denials of
a request for access to correct or amend
a record, formerly assigned to the Ex-
ecutive Director, will be assumed by the
Chairman. Statements of disagreement
with denial of a request for correction
or amendment, formerly directed to the
Executive Director, will be dirdcted to
the Chairman. By vesting responsibility
for important functions under the Pri-
vacy Act at the highest levels of Com-
mission management, these amendments
will ensure that the Privacy Act is im-
plemented effectively and consistently
throughout the Commission.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 5,1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

David Melnick, General Law Division,
Office of the General Counsel, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20207 (202-634-
7770).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission has determined that
since this amendment reassigns among
Commission officials responsibility for
implementing the Privacy Act of 1974
and does not affect the procedural or
substantive rights of any individual
under the Act, the notice and public
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 are
impracticable and unnecessary. Accord-
ingly, good cause exists to dispense with
the notice and public procedure on this
amendment and further, to make this
amendment effective immediately.

Accordingly, Part 1014 of Title 16,
Chapter II. Subchapter A of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

§ 1014.6 (Amended]

1. In § 1014.6(a) delete "Commission
official who furnished the record" and
Insert in lieu thereof "Executive Di-
rector".

'§ 1014.8 [Amended]
2. In §1014.8, make the following

changes:
In paragraph (a), delete "Executive

Director" and insert in lieu thereof
"Chairman".

In paragraph (c), line 3, delete "Ex-
ecutive Director" and insert in lieu
thereof "Chairman".

In paragraph (c), lines 6 and 7, delete
"of the Commission".

In paragraph (d), line 2, delete "Ex-
ecutive Director" and insert in lieu
thereof "Chairman".

In paragraph (d) (3), line 2, delete
"Executive Director" and insert in lieu
thereof "Chairman".

In paragraph (d) (3), line 10, delete
"Executive Director" and insert in lieu
thereof "system manager".

Dated: May 2, 1977.

SADYE E. DUNN,
Secretary, Consumer

Product Safety Commission.
[FR Doc.77-12908 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am)

PART 1500-HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES
AND ARTICLES ADMINISTRtATION AND
ENFORCEMENT REGULATIONS

TRIS and Fabric, Yarn, or Fiber Containing
TRIS; Additional Interpretations as.
Banned Hazardous Substances

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Additional banning interpre-
tations of.a statutory provision.
SUMMARY: On April 8, 1977 the Com-
mission banned certain children's wear-
ing apparel containing the chemical
flame retardant TRIS and certain uncut
fabric containing .tRIS which is In-
tended for sale to consumers for use in
children's wearing apparel. A federal dis-
trict court judge ruled on May 3, 1977
that the Commission must also ban cer-
tain fabric, yarn, and fiber containing
TRIS and TRIS itself which is used in
or intended for use in children's wear-
ing apparel. In this document the Com-
mission is complying with that court
order. -1

DATES: The new banning interpreta-
tions are effective on May 5, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Robert Poth, Bureau of Compliance,
Consumer Product Safety, Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20207. (301-
492-6400).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On April 8, 1977, the Commission pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER (42 FR
18850-54, corrected at 42 FR 20479-80,
April 20, 1977, and 42 FR 21274, April
26, 1977) a statutory interpretation that
the following are "banned hazardous
substances" under section 2(q) (1) (A)
of the Federal Hazardous Substances Act
(FHSA, 15 U.S.C. 1261(q) (1) (A)):

(1) Children's wearing apparel made from
fabric which contains TRIS (2,3-dibromo-
propyl)phosphate and which is in interstate
commerce on April 8, 1977 or which is in-
troduced into interstate commerce after that
date or which has not yet been washed (even
if it has been sold before that date); and

(2) Uncut fabric, intended for sale to
consumers for use in children's wearing ap-
parel, which contains TRIS (2,3-dibromopro-
pyl) phosphate and which is in interstate
commerce on April 8, 1977, or which Is in-
troduced into interstate commerce after that

date or which has not yet been washed (even
if it has been sold before that date).

The Commission considered the car-
cinogenicity and mutagenicity hazards
presented by these products, as well as
other factors, before Issuing its banning
order. The bans, Issued as amendments
to 16 CFR 1500.18, and the underlying
data are discussed in full In the April 8
FEDERAL REGISTER publication.

As a result of litigation relating to the
Commission's bans of TRIS-treated
products, U.S. District Judge George L.
Hart, Jr. issued the following order on
May 3, 1977:

UNIrE STATES DISRICT CounT roa ThlE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBDIA

[Civil Action No. 77-6821
AMERICAN APPAREL MANUFACrURERS ASSOCIA-

TION, PLAINTIFF, V. CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION, ET AL., DEFENDANTS

Order
This matter having come on for hearing

on the motion of American Apparel Manu-
facturers Association for a preliminary In-
junction and upon consideration of the
points and authorities and affidavits in sup-
port and opposition thereto filed by the par-
ties and intervenors herein and of the argu-
ment of counsel in open court and the entire
record herein;

And it appearing that the Court had Juris-
diction for the purposes of this motion over
the subject matter in this action and the
parties thereto;

And it appearing that the United States
Consumer . Product Safety Commission
("Commission") acted arbitrarily and capri-
ciously in too narrowly defining the "banned
hazardous substances" in its April 8. 1977 ban
on the sale of certain TRIS-treated wearing
apparel and fabric in such a way as to un-
fairly place virtually the entire economic
burden resulting from the ban upon manu-
facturers ef children's wearing apparel;

And it further appearing that section
2(q) (1) (A) of the Federal Hazardous Sub-
stances Act, 15 U.S.C. 1261(q) (1) (A), doea
not limit the jurisdiction of the Commission
to finished products in the form sold at re-
tail; and that the Commission has the au-
thority and duty to redefine "banned ha.-
ardous substance" to include THIS, and
fabric, yarn, or fiber containing THIS, which
is used or intended for use in children's
wearing apparel, whether the fabric, yarn,
or fiber is cut, uncut, or already lncorporate.d
in children's wearing apparel; It is by the
Court this 3d day of May 1977.

Ordered: that, consistent with the fore-
going, the Commission add to its April 8,
1977, order within 10 days from the date of
this Order by including two additional cate-
gories of banned hazardous substances,

(3) All fabric, yarn or fiber which con-
tains TIS (2,3-dibromopropyl) phosphate
and which is used or intended for use in
'children's wearing apparel (whether tile
fhbric, yarn, or fiber is cut, uncut, or already
incorporated in children's wearing apparel)
and which is in interstate commerce on
April 8, 1977, or which is introduced into in-
terstate commerce after that date, or which
has not yet been washed (even if it has
been sold before that date);

(4) All TRIS (2,3-dibromopropyl) phos-
phate which Is used or intended to be used
in children's wearing apparel and which Is
in interstate commerce on April 8, 1977, or
which is introduced into interstate com-
merce after that date or which is in such
apparel which is unwashed and is in the
hands of consumers.
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If any provision of the April 8. 1977, order
or this addition, or the application of such
provision to any person or circumstance,
shall be held Invalid, no other provision of
the April 8, 1977, order, or this addition
thereto, shall be affected thereby; and

It is further ordered: That, the Conmis-
sion enforce section 15 of the Federal Haz-
ardous Substances Act, 15 U.SC. 1274, in
accordance with the above revised definition
of "banned hazardous substance" and in ac-
cordance with the intent of section 15 that
the duty of -each party in the distributive
chain to repurchase the banned hazardous
substance is limited to the making of a re-
fund of the purchase price actually paid to
that- party by Its immediate customer (to-
gether with reimbursement of certain ex-
penses incurred in returning the product, as
provided in section 15); and

It is further ordered, That unless the
Commission acts within 10 days from the
date of this Order to revise its order of April
8, 1977, consistent with this Order, further
enforcement of the repurchase provisions of
the Federal Hazardous Substances Act, 15
U.S.C. 1274, with respect to the April 8, 1977
,order of the Commission will be and hereby
is enjoined until the Commission complies
with the findings of this Court.

GEORG L. HrART, Jr.,
United States District Judge.

Accordingly, pursuant to the above
Court order and pursuant to provisions
of the Federal Hazardous Substances Act
(sections 2 (f) (1) (A), (g), (q) (1) (A)
and 10(a), 74 Stat. 372, 374, as amended
80 Stat. 1305; 15 U.S.C. 1261 (f) (1) (A),
(g), (q) (1) (A), 1269(a)) and under au-
thority' vested in the Consumer Product
Safety Commission by the Consumer
Product Safety Act (section 30(a), '86
State. 1231; 15 U.S.C. 2079(a)), the
Commission amends 16 CFR 1500.18(d)
by adding the following:
§ 1500.18 Banned toys and other banned

articles intended for use by children.

(c) [Reserved].
(d) Toys and other childre7's articles

presenting toxicity hazards. Under the
authority of sections 2(f) (1) (A), 2(g),
2(q) (1) (A), and 10(a) of the act, the
Commission has declared that the-fol-
lowing articles are banned hazardous
substances because they are toys or
other articles intended for use by chil-
dren that are hazardous substances, or
bear or contain hazardous substances
in such manner as to be susceptible of
access by a child to whom they are en-
trusted, based on the fact that they
may cause, substantial personal injury
or substantial illness during or as a
proximate result of any customary or
reasonably foreseeable handling or use,
including reasonably foreseeable inges-
tion by children, because of their
toxicity:

(3) All fabric, yarn or fiber which
contains TRIS (2,3-dib.romopropyl)
phosphate and which is used or in-
tended for use in children's wearing ap-
parel (whether the fabric, yarn, or fiber
is cut, uncut, or already incorporated in
children's wearing apparel) and which
is in interstate commerce on April 8,
1977, or which is introduced into ifiter-
state commerce after that- date, or

which has not yet been washed (even
if It has been sold before that date);

(4) All TRIS (2,3-dibromopropyl)
phosphate which is used or intended to
be used in children's wearing apparel
and which is in interstate commerce on
April 8, 1977, or which is introduced
into interstate commerce after that date
or which is in such apparel which is un-
washed and is in the hands of consum-
ers. If any provision of the April 8, 1977,
order or this addition, or the application
of such provision to any person or cir-
cumstance, shall be held invalid, no other
provision of the April 8, 1977 order, or
this addition thereto, shall be affected
thereby.

Dated: May 3,1977.

SAnvn E. DWW,
Secretary, Consumer Product

Safety Commission.
[FR Doc.77-13036 Filed 5-3-77:3:20 pm)

Title 33-Navgation and Navigable Waters
CHAPTER I--COAST GUARD.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
[CGD77-701

PART 25-CLAIMS
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Coast Guard.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is making
miscellaneous changes to Its administra-
tive procedures for the settlement of
claims, other than contract claims, by
and against the Coast Guard. These
amendments are being made to correct
typographical errors and to clarify ex-
isting regulations. In addition, settle-
ment authority has been delegated to
certain field units to allow the more effi-
cient adjudication of claims. The require-
ment that Coast Guard Auxillariss pre-
sent claims against their private insur-
ance carriers as a prerequisite to the
payment of claims made against the
Coast Guard has been removed as It did
not accomplish the purpose for which
It was intended.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment Is
effective on May 5, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room
8117, 'Department of Transportation,
Nassif Building, 400 Seventh Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C., 20590 (202-
426-1477). The principal persons in-
volved in drafting this rule are: Lieu-
tenant Commander Jonathan Collom,
Project Manager, and Lieutenant Ed-
ward Gill, Project Attorney.

SUPPLEMNTARY INFORMATION:
These revisions to the claims regulations
correct a typographical omission regard-
ing the enumerated unusual occurrences
for which claims may be payable for
losses occurring in quarters and other
authorized places under the Military
Personnel & Civilian Employees Claims
Act. They clarify the application of a
standard table of limitations, exclusions

and depreciation to all claims settled
under the Military Personnel & Civilian
Employees Claims Act. They correct a
typographical error regarding claims not
payable under the Military Personnel &
Civilian Employees Claims Act. They in-
crease the settlement authority of Com-
manding Omcers of certain Headquar-
ters units under the Military Personnel
&'Civilian Employees Claims Act. They
remove the prohibition against payment
of Coast Guard Auxiliary claims which
can be the subject of a claim against a
private insurer. They delegate authority
*to settle property damage claims on be-
half of the Coast Guard to certain Head-
quarters units. Since this amendment
relates to agency procedure, It is ex-
empted from notice of proposed rule
making and public procedure thereon by
5 U.S.C. 553(b), and it may be made
effective in less than 30 days after pub-
lication in the F EA. REGsr=, because
5 U.S.C. 553(d) does not apply.

Accordingly Part 25 of Title 33, Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

1. By revising § 25.703(a) (1) to read
as follows:
§ 25.703 Claims payable.

(a) *
(1) Damage to or loss of personal

pronerty, other than motor vehicles and
their contents, by fire, flood, hurricane,
theft, or other unusual occurrence, while
located at:

15 25.703 [Amended]
2. Bydeleting § 25.703(b) (2).
3. By revising § 25.705(g) to read as

follows:
§ 25.705 Claims not payable.

(g) Damage to or loss of property for
which recovery has been, or can be, ob-
tained from an insurer, carrier, or con-
tractor, except under the concurrent
claims procedure of § 25.709(c).

4. By revising § 25.713 to read as
follows:
§ 25.713 Delegation of authority.

(e) The following officers may deny
claims not exceeding $1,000 and may
settle and authorize payment of claims
in which the payment does not exceed
$1,000:

(1) The Commander of any Coast
Guard District.

(2) The Superintendent, US. Coast
Guard Academy.

(3) The Commanding Officer of each
Headquarters unit having a permanent
legal officer billet.

(f) The officers to whom authority is
delegated In paragraphs (a), (b), (c),
(d), and (e) of this section, and any
commanding officer In the grade of
Lieutenant Commander or above may
settle claims of military personnel for re-
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placement in kind arising under this
subpart.

5. By adding a new § 25.717 to read as
follows:
§ 25.717 Limitations, exclusions, and

depreciation.

Claims for damage to or loss of per-
sonal property settled under this sub-
part are subject to the limitations, ex-
clusions, and depreciation contained in
Appendix 1, Department of Transporta-
tion Order 2770.9.

6. By revising § 25.805(d) to read as
follows:
§ 25.805 Claims not payab

(d) Has been the subject
the Auxiliarist against his
extent the Auxiliarist ha.
bursed by his insurer;

* * *

7. By adding a new §
read as follows: I
§ 25.1409 Delegation of ai

(d) The Superintendent
Guard Academy, and the
Officer of each Headquarter
a permanent legal officer b
lect, compromise, and sett
behalf of the United State
to or destruction of propert
aids to navigation and
property, belonging to the
which is to be repaired or re
the amount of the claim dc
$15,000.
(14 U.S.C. 633; 10 U.S.C. 2733;
31 U.S.C. 241; 49 U.S.C. 1655(.b
(a) and 1A6(b).)

Dated: April 29, 1977.
0. W.

Admiral,
Guard Co

IFR Doc.77-13097 Filed 5-4-

Title 49--Transport
CHAPTER I-MATERIALS

TION BUREAU, DEPA
TRANSPORTATION
[Docket No. HM-149; Amdt.

175-4]

PART 172-HAZARDOUS
TABLE AND HAZARDOUI
COMMUNICATION REGUL

PART 175-CARRIAGE BY
Air Transportation of Limited

Low-Level Radioactive h
emption Renewal

AGENCY: Materials Ti
Bureau, DOT,
ACT[ON: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Materials
tion Bureau (MTB) is rene
years the limited quantity
air transportation of mater
Ing very low levels of radi
materials do not present
hazard to passengers and cr
craft. The intended effect o

RULES AND REGULATIONS

is to permit continued transportation by
passenger aircraft of these materials
under existing restrictions.
DATE: This amendment is effective
May 3, 1977.
FO. FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Dr. C. Hugh Thompson, Director,
Office of Hazardous Materials Opera-

.tions, 2100 Second Street, SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590. Phone: 202-426-
0656.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
By notice (42 FR 16459, March 28, 1977)

le. the MTB proposed to renew the expir-
* a ing exemption lfound at 49 CFR 175.10
of a claim by (a) (6). Twelve comments were received

insurer to the which may be grouped as follows:
s been reim- (1) Objection to imposition of the pro-

posed shipping paper requirements for
§ 173.391(a) materials, and request for

* a public hearing on that subject.
25.1409(d) to (2) Objection to continuation of sur-

face shipping paper requirements for
§ 173.391 (b) and (c) materials in light

uthority, of the proposed continuance of air ship-
* * ping paper exceptions for § 173.391 (b)
t, U.S. Coast and (c) materials;
Commanding (3) Request for amendment of § 172.-
s unit having 203 (d) (1) (ii) to allow alternative use of
llet may col- a statement of maximum permitted ac-

tle claims on tivity in place of the actual activity per
for damage package; -

;y, other than (4) Request for a permanent regula-
other related tion instead of an exemption renewal;
Coast Guard (5) General support for the March 28
placed, where proposals.
es not exceed There were not received any objections

to basic continuation of the exemption.
10 U.S.C. 2734; Given the public interest in matters re-
); 49 M 1.45 lated to the exemption, such as shipping

paper requirements for surface trans-
portation as well as for transportation
by air, the MTB has decided to limit

SILER, final action under this docket to the ex-
F.S. Coast emption itself and to consider the ques-
mrmandant. tion of shipping paper requirements and

the request for a public hearing as sepa-
-77;9:45 am] rate matters under a new docket. A no-

tice of proposed rulemaking for that pur-
ation pose will appear in a subsequent issue
rRANSPORTA. of the FEDERAL REGISTER.
RTMENT OF The exemption itself is authorized by

§ 107(a) of the Hazardous Materials
Transportation Act of 1974 (Title I of

Nos. 172-35, Pub. L. 93-633; 49 U.S.C. 1806(a)) and
necessitated by § 108(b) of that Act (49

MATERIALS U.S.C. 1807(b)). It is predicated on the
MATERIALS very limited hazards posed by those ma-

ATIONS terials meeting the criteria of § 173.391
AIRCRAFT (a), (b), and (c). Because the existing

exemption, which relieves a restrictionQuantities of stated in the Act and in § 175.700(d),aterials; Ex- will expire on May 3, 1977, an effective

date of less than 30 days following this
ransportation publication is necessary to avoid dis-

rupting exempted shipments. Continua-
tion of the exemption will have a negli-
gible environmental impact and will not

Transporta- impose any additional costs on shippers,
wing for two carriers or consumers.
exception for Primary drafters of this document are
rials exhibit- Douglas A Crockett and Alfred W.
iation. These Grella.
a significant In consideration of the foregoing, Parts
ew of an air- 172 and 175, Title 49, Code of Federal
f this action Regulations, are amended as follows:

§ 172.204 [Amended]
1. In § 172.204, paragraph (c) (4) is

amended by changing the last sentence
to read " * * Prior to May 3, 1979, this
provision does not apply to materials
meeting the requirements of § 173,301
(a), (b) or (c) of this subchaptor In
effect on May 3, 1977."

2. In § 175.10, paragraph (a) (6) Is re-
vised to read as follows:
§ 175.10 Exceptions.

(a) * a

(6) Prior to May 3, 1979, radioactive
materials which meet the requirements
of § 173.391 (a), (b) or (c) of this sub-
chapter in effect on May 3, 1977.

3. In § I75.700, paragraph (d) is
amended to read as follows:
§ 175.700 Special requirements for

radioactive materials.
a a a * a

(d) Except as provided in this para-
graph, no person may carry aboard a
passenger-carrying aircraft any radio-
active material other than a radioactive
material intended for use In, or Incident
to, research or medical diagnosil or
treatment. Prior to May 3, 1979, this pro-
hibition does not apply to materials
which meet the requirements of § 173.391
(a), (b) or (c) of this subchapter In
effect on May 3, 1977.
(49 U.S.C: 1803, 1804, 1800, 1808; 49 OR
1.53(c).)

NoTE.-The Materials Transportation Bu-
reau has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring the
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
ment under Executive Order 11821 and OMI
Circular A-107.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
28, 1977.

NoT.--In order to meet day-of-the-wcelc
publication requirements, this document Is
republished from 42 FR 22360, Tuesday,
May 3, 1977.

JAeEs T. CUnRTIS, Jr.,
Director, Materials,

Transportation Bureau,

CHAPTER X-INTERSTATE COMMERCE
-COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER A-GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[Service Order No. 1263, Axndt, No. 1]

PART 1033-CAR SERVICE
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific

Railroad Co. Authorized To Operate Over
Tracks of Chicago, Rock Island and
Pacific Railroad Co.

AGENCY: Interstate Coumherce Com-
mission.
ACTION: Extension of Emergency Order
(Amendment No. 1 to Service Order No.
1263).
SUMMARY: This amendment extends
until October 31, 1977, an emergency or-
der issued March 31, 1977, which ati-
thorized the Chicago, Milwaukee, St.
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company
(MILW) to operate over tracks of the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail-
road Company (RI) between Culver,
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Iowa, and Polo, Missouri, and between
Eldon, Iowa, and Ottumwa, Iowa. The
line of the MILW between Culver and
Polo, passing through Ottumwa, has de-
teriorated and is no longer suitable for
heavy, through-freight-train service.
Operation over the parallel line of the RI
enables the MILW to continue to provide
through-freight-train services to ship-
pers using its line. An application seek-
ing authority for permanent operation
by the MILW over tracks of the RI bez.
tween Culver and Polo has been sub-
mitted to the Commission and has been
assigned Finance Docket No. 28437.
DATES: Effective 11:59 pan., April 30,
1977; expires 11:59 pm., October 31,
1977.a
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization and
Distribution Bran~h, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Washington, D.C.
20423, Telephone 202-275-7840, TLX
89 2742.

SUPPLEMEITARY INFORMATION:
The order is reprinted in full below.

At a general session of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, held in Wash-
ington, D.C., on the 27th day of April
1977.

Upon further consideration of Service
Order No. 1263 (42 FR 18081), and good
cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That: § 1033.1263 Chi-
cago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Railroad Company authorized to operate
over tracks of Chicago, Rock Island and
Pacific Railroad Company, Service Order
No. 1263 be, and it is hereby, amended
b ubstituting the following paragraph
(f) for paragraph (f) thereof:
§ 1033.1263 Service Order No. 1263.

(f) ExPiration date. The provisions of
this order shall expire at 11:59 p~m, Oc-
tober 31, -1977, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed, or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date: This amendment shall
become effective at 11:59 p.m., April 30.
1977.
(Secs. 1, 12, 15, and 17(2). 24 Stat. 379, 383,
384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12, 15, and 17
(2). Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17),
15(4). and 17(2). 40 Stat. 101, as amended,
54 Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and
17(2).)

It is further ordered, That a copy of
this amendment shall be served upon the
Association of American Railroads, Car
Service Division, as agent of all railroads
subscribing to the car service and car
hire agreement under the terms of that
agreement, and upon the American
Short Idne Railroad Association; and
that notice of this amendment be given
to the general public by depositing a
copy in the Office of the Secretary of
the Comission at Washington, D.C.,
and by filing it with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

By the Commisslon, Commissioner
MacFarland not participating.

ROBETI . OSWALD,
Secretary.

APP, NDIX

coSXrfl5sioNE MURPHY (CONCU2WMO D? PART)

I would extend Service Order No. 1263
until May 31. 1977. Furthermore, there Is
some question in my mind as to whether
the entire segment, over 230 miles. should be
Included therein In light of the several In-
tersecting points between appUcants.
[FR Doc.77-12939 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Title 10-Energy
CHAPTER l1-FEERAL ENERGY

ADMINISTRATION
PART 212-MANDATORY PETROLEUM

PRICE REGULATIONS
Corrective Amendment

AGENCY: Federal Energy Administra-
tion.
ACTION: Corrective Amendment.
SUMMARY: The Federal Energy Ad-
ministration hereby amends I 212.83(h)
to correct an inadvertent error in the
regulations. 'This amendment merely
replaces a provision inadvertently,
omitted from § 212.83 (c) (2) (ill) (B)
when that section was amended (42,FR
5030, January 27, 1977). The provision
(previously found in the definition of
"da") permits a refiner to add three
cents more of increased costs to the
prices of gasoline sold at retail by
employees of the refiner than that re-
finer adds to the prices of gasoline sold
at other levels of distribution.
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 1, 1977.
FOR FuRTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Deanna Williams (FEA Rending
Room), 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Room 2107. Washington, D.C.
20461, 202-566-9161.
Ed Vilade (Media Relations), 12th
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Room
3104, Washington, D.C. 20461, 202-
566-9833.
Andy Drance (Program Office), 2000
M Street NW., Room 5128, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20461, 202-254-8580.
Susan Pearce (Office of General Coun-
sel), 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue
NW., Room 7134, Washington, D.C.
20461, 202-566-2085.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The provision, which was omitted from
the definition of "dU' and is reinserted
in the regulations by this amendment,
permits a refiner to disproportionately
allocate the Increased costs of gasoline to
the prices of those volumes of gasoline
sold at retail through outlets operated
by employees of the refiner. A refiner
may choose to allocate to the prices of
gasoline sold at retail up to three cents
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per gallon more increased costs than it
allocates to the prices of gasoline sold at
other levels of distribution. However, this
reduces the remaining total increased
costs available for recovery through sales
of gasoline by an amount equal to the
amount actually disproportionately al-
located to the prices of gasoline sold at
retail multiplied by the volumes of gaso-
line estimated to be sold at retail during
the current month. This provision puts
refiners on a par with retailers who are
permitted to increase their prices above
the amount otherwise permitted to be
charged by up to three cents per gallon
to reflect increases In non-product costs.

This amendment makes explicit the
requirement that the equal application
rule continues to apply to sales of gaso-
line at retail by a refiner, that is, that
recovery of increased costs by refiners is
computed as though the greatest amount
of increased costs included In the selling
price to any class of purchaser that pur-
chases gasoline at retail from a refiner
had been included In the selling price to
all such classes of purchaser. This re-.
quIrenent was Implicit in the earlier def-
inition of "din" and does not represent
a change from the earlier provision.

The provision discussed above is being
reinserted In § 212.83(h) rather than
§ 212.83(c) (2) (111) (B) becamuse the
amendment to the latter section makes
Its reinsertlon there awkward and be-
cause It more appropriately appertains to
the topic of 1212.83(h). However, no
substantive change is Involved or in-
tended by this change In placement.

Because this amendment is only to cor-
rect an inadvertent omission In the reg-
ulations, the Federal Energy Administra-
tion finds that good cause exists to issue
this amendment immediately, without
notice, opportunity for comment, or
economic impact valuation. This cor-
rective amendment is effective as of the
effective date of the amendment which
omitted this provision. As this amend-
ment merely restores the regulations to
their previous status and is not intended
to change their effect, it will not affect
the quality of the environment. There-
fore it Is also not necessary to submit
this amendment to the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency for
comments.
(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 1973,
Pub. L. 93-159. as amended. Pub. L. 93-511,
Pub. . 94-99, Pub. L. 94-133, Pub. L. 941-163.
and Pub. L. 94-385; Pederal Energy Admin-
Istratlon Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-275, as
amended, Pub. L. 94-385; Energy Policy and
Conservation Act. Pub. L. g24-163, as amended.
Pub. . 94-385; .O. 11790, 39 CPR 23185.)

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
212 of Chapter II, Title 10 of the Code
of Federal Regulations Is amended as
set forth below, effective February 1,
1977.

Issued In Washington, D.C., April 30,
19 77.

ERic J. FYc,
Acting General Counsel,

Federal Energy Administration.
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1. Section 212.83(h) Is amended by
adding a new paragraph (h) (2) (iv) to
read as follows:
§ 212.83 Price rule.

* * * * *

(h) Equal application among classes
of purchaser. * * *

(2) Special rules. * *
(iv) Retail sales of gasoline by refiners.

When a refiner calculates the amount of
increased costs not recouped that may
be added to May 15, 1973, selling prices
of gasoline to compute maximum allow-
able prices in a subsequent month, it
may, notwithstanding the general rule in
paragraph (b) (1) of this section, com-
pute revenues as though (A) the greatest
amount of increased costs actually added
to any May 15, 1973, selling price of gaso-
line -and included in the price charged to
any class of purchaser that purchases
gasoline at retail from a refiner at any
service station operated -by employees of
the refiner had been added to the May
15, 1973, selling prices of that product
and included in the price charged to
each class of purchaser that purchases
gasoline at retail from a refiner at any
service station operated by employees
of the refiner and, (B) the greatest
amount of increased costs actually added
to the May 15, 1973, selling price of gaso-
line and included in the price charged to
any class of purchaser that purchases
gasoline at retail from a refiner at any
service station operated by employees of
the refiner had been added, in the same
amount (less any actual differential or
three cents per gallon, whichever is less)
to the May 15, 1973 selling prices of
gasoline and included in the price
charged to all other classes of purchaser.

[FR Doc.77-12870 Filed 6-2-77;1:35 pm]

CHAPTER I-NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

PART 2-RULES OF PRACTICE
PART 50-LICENSING OF PRODUCTION

AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES
Early Site Reviews and Limited Work

Authorizations
AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Final Rule.
SUMMARY: The rule which follows es-
tablishes procedures for the early review
of site suitability issues both separate
from and in. conjunction with the initia-
tion of proceedings for the issuance of
permits authorizing the construction of
nuclear power and test reactors. These
procedures would permit an applicant
for a construction permit to obtain res-
olution of important site-related issues
which, may prove dispositive of an ap-
plication to construct a facility at a par-
ticular site well in advance of any sub-
stantial commitment of resources. By
permitting early review and providing a
measure of certainty in this important
area, these procedures are expected to
increase the effectiveness of the licens-
ing process in resolving legitimate public

concerns and to enhance the effective-
ness of the nuclear facility planning
process.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 6,1977.
FOR FURTI-ER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Martin G. Malsch, Office of the Ex-
ecutive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, phone 301-492-7203 and
Mr. Malcolm L. Ernst, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, U.S. Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, phone 301-492-8016.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
BACKGROUND

On April 22, 1976, the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (41 PR 16835-16839)
for public comment proposed amend-
ments to its regulations in 10 CFR Parts
2 and 50 which would provide procedures
designed to encourage .and facilitate
early consideration of site suitability is-
sues associated with nuclear power reac-
•tore and other large utilization and pro-
duction facilities and would extend the
so-called "limited work authorization"
concept to include production facilities
such as commercial isotopic enrichment
plants, fuel reprocessing plants and test-
ing reactors. Interested persons were in-
vited to submit written comments for
consideration in connection with the pro-
posed amendments by July 15, 1976 (41
PR 27q05, July 1, 1976). Upon considera-
tion of the comments received and other
factors involved, the Commission has
adopted the proposed amendments with
certain modifications as set forth below.

CHANGES FROM THE PROPOSED RULE
The effective rules follow the basic ap-

proach suggested in the proposed regula-
tions and establish procedures for the
early review of issues of site suitability
both separate from and in conjunction
with the initiation of proceedings for the
issuance of permits authorizing the con-
struction of certain utilization facilities.
These procedures are in accord with the
Commission's present statutory au-
thority. They permit any person, includ-
ing States aid other entities, to request
a review of site suitability Issues, but do
not provide for issuance of a partial de-
cision by an atomic safety and licensing
board on those issues unless the request
for review was made in the context of a
construction permit proceeding "lnitiated
by a person proposing to construct a
nuclear facility. The significant changes
from the proposed rule are:

(1) The facilities covered by the effec-
tive rule include utilization facilities for
which an environmental impact state-
ment must be prepared prior to issuance
of a construction permit and which are
of the type specified in 10 CPR § 50.21(b)
(2) or (3) or 50.22 (nuclear power reac-
tors) or are testing facilities. After con-
sideration, the Commission decided not
to extend the effective rule on early re-
view of site suitability issues or extend
the limited work authorization concept to

production facilities such as nuclear fuel
reprocessing plants or other facilities of
the type specified in § 50.21 because this
would be premature and unnecessary,

(2) The proposed rule has been modi-
fied to provide that an early partial de-
cision on site suitability issues may only
be reopened based on significant new In-
formation. The provision in the proposed
rule that such an early decision could
also be reopened for "good cause" has
been deleted as duplicative and unneces-
sary.

(3) To eliminate needless argument on
such matters as the content of a "full"
site approval and the relation between
site and design Issues, the effective rule
eliminates the references to and attempts
to distinguish between full atd partial
site approvals In the proposed rule. Re-
lated to this, the final sentence in
§ 2.604(b) of the proposed rule which
would have provided that a partial de-
cision on all site suitability issues shall
serve as the decision on general site
suitability Issues required by § 50.10(e)
(2) (ii) has been deleted. Whether an
early partial decision would serve as the
decision on general site suitability Issues
would depend on the nature and scope
of the decision and would be decided
during the limited work authorization
review and decision process.

(4) The provisions In paragraph 4 of
Appendix Q of the proposed rule relating
to the binding effect of staff site ap-
provals on later staff reviews have been
revised to more clearly reflect the Intent
of the proposed rule that the staff's tes-
timony on site suitability issues before
an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
need not coincide with a previous review
under Appendix Q where there is good
reason for the difference In light of the
provisions that the staff review under
Appendix Q does not In any way limit
the authority of the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board, Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Appeal \Board, or the Commis-
sion. -

(5) In order to provide added assur-
ance that early reviews of site stitability
issues will yield useful results propor-
tionate to the resources that must be
expended in the review, the proposed rule
has been revised (Q 2.605 and paragraph
7. of Appendix Q) to include several ad-
ditional grounds on which the Commis-
sion, upon its own initiative or on
motion of a party, may decide not to
initiate an early review. These criteria
reflect the present Commission practice
regarding initiation of separate hearings
on site suitability issues (See Potomac
Electric Power Company (Douglas Point
Nuclear Generating Station, Units 1
and 2) ALAB-277, 1 NRC 539 at 647
(1975)). The criteria Include such public
interest considerations as the degree of
likelihooa that early findings on site suit-
ability Issues will retain their validity In
later reviews and the possible effect on
the public interest and Interested parties
of early, but not necessarily conclusive,
resolution of site suitability issues. In ad-
dition, the criterion in the proposed rule
designed to avoid prejudicing later NEPA
reviews has been retained, and a new cri-
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tenlon has been added to accommodate
possible objections to the early review of
site suitability issues by cognizant state
or local government agencies in partic-
ular bases. Finally, the effective rule pro-
vides that only one review of site suit-
ability issues could-be conducted prior
to the full NEPA construction permit
review.

(6) A provision has been added for so-
liciting th views of NEPA commenting
agencies on the initiation of an early
review of site suitability issues.

, (7) Other minor or clarifying changes
were made to:

Define more exactly the period of time
during which a partial decision on site
suitability matters is effective;

Provide more specific guidance con-
cerning the time for filing and content
of the respective parts of a construction.
permit application;

Obtain information concerning hlter-
iiative sites, the applicant's site selection
proces and the applicant's plans for ul-
timate development of the site;

Clarify that no limited work authori-
zation or construction permit can be is-
sued without completion of the full
NEPA review.

These changes are described more fully
below In-the detailed explanation of the
-effective rules.

EXPLMATION oF THE EFFECTIVE RULES
Under the amendments to 10 CRR

Part 2, applicants for construction per-
mits may request early review, hearing
and partial decision on specific site suit-
-ability issues s much as five years in ad-
vance of the submittal of the remaining
portions of their construction permit ap-
plicatidns. The effective regulations con-
tain a schedule which specifies when the
several parts of a construction permit
application are to be filed and the pro-
cedures governing acceptance review and
formal docketing of these submittals.
Absent a finding by the Commission, the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board, or the Atomic Safety and Licens-
ing Board that there exists significant
new information that substantially af-
fects the conclusions of the partial de-
cision on site suitability issues and
necessitates reopening the hearing rec-
ord, the regulatios provide that a par-
tial decision on site suitability issues
shall remain in effect either for a period
of five years or, where the applicant has
made timely submittal of the remainder
of his application, until the conclusion
of the pending construction permit pro-
ceeding. The effective rule provides that
the Commission may, upon good cause
shown, extend the five year period dur-
ing which a partial decision shall re-

- main in effect for an additional reason-
able period of time, not to exceed one
year. The effective rule also provides that
any partial decision on a site suitability
Issue or issues shall be incorporated In
the decision regardifng issuance of a con-
struction permit to the extent that it
serves as a basis for the decision on a
specific site suitability issue or issues.

Within the last year or so, a number of
utilities have found it necessary, for

various economic and financial reasons,
to cancel or postpone plans for the con-
struction of nuclear power plants. It is
the Commission's Intent that the pro-
cedures for early review, hearing and
partial decision of site suitability Issues
provided In these regulations for con-
struction permit applicants shall be
available to all qualified construction
permit applicants, including applicants
who did not request early review of site
suitability issues at the time of their
initial application but who later decide,
following postponement of the target
date for actual construction of the
facility, that this procedure would be'
advantageous. All such requests must be
accompanied by the Information
prescribed in the effective rule, and win
be subject to the same acceptance re-
view. The requirements In the effective
rule for filing the remaining parts of the
construction permit application must
also be followed.

Persons who do not seek a permit to
construct a laclity may use the pro-
cedures in new Appendix Q to 10 CFR
Part 50. Under these procedures, inter-
ested persons,- including States, may

-request a Commission staff review of site
suitability issues at any time. This re-
view. which does, not Involve a -public
hearing, culminates In the issuance of a
staff site report which Identifies the
location of the site. states the site suit-
ability issues reviewed, explains the
nature and scope of the review and states
the conclusions of the staff regarding
the Issues reviewed and the reasons for
those conclusions. The procedures In
Appendix Q require the Commission
staff to publish a notice of availability
of its report In the F=Enu REMISR and
to place copies of the report In the Com-
mission's Public Document Room at 1717
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., and in
local public document rooms located
near the site Identified in the report. The
Commission staff is also required to send
a copy of the report to the Governor or
other appropriate official of the State in
which the site is located, and to the chief
executive of the municipality In which
the site is located, or If the site is not
located In a municipality, to the chief
executive of the county.

Although Appendix Q explicitly states
that issuance of a staff site report does
not constitute a commitment on the part
of the Commission to Issue a permit or a
license or to permit site work to go for-
ward pursuant to a limited work authori-
zation (10 CFR § 50,10(e)) and does not
affect In any way the authority of the
C~mmisslon, appeal board, or licensing
boards in any proceedings conducted
pursuant to 10 CPR Part 2. Subparts PI
and G, Appendix Q permits applicants
for construction permits to reference
previously issued Staff Site Reports in
their applications. Consistent with Sub-
part F, the staff would reexamine the
conclusions of Its early review of site
suitability Issues, contained in the Staff
Site Report, under Appendix Q after
five years. Before that time, the con-
clusions of the Report would only be
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reexamined If there were good reason
for doing so.

The regulations contain certain re-
quirements which the Commission con-
siders essential in order to assure that
the procedures for early review of site
suitability issues contribute effectively to
and are meaningfully Integrated Into
the licensing process. These requirements
provide mechansms -which should en-
able the Commission (1) to reach a
viable accommodation between the need
to make licensing decisions on the most
up-to-date Information available and
the need to curtail repetitive considera-
tion of previously decided issues, (2) to
avoid prejudicing the conclusions of any
later review of NEPA (National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969) Issues regard-
ing alternative siting, (3) to assure that
early review of site suitability Issues will
yield results proportionate to the
resources that must be expended in the
review, and will not undermine the
ability of interested citizens -groups and
other persons to participate effectively
In the site review process, and (4) to
consider the views of cognizant state and
local agencies with regulatory authority
over the proposed site and plant.

These requirements, which are appli-
cable to all requests for early review of
site suitability Issues, whether submitted
by applicants for construction permits
or others, prescribe the kind of informa-
tion which must be-supplied In order for
the Commission to consider a request for
early review of site suitability issues, and
specify criteria on which the Commission
may base its refusal to perform such a
review.

For example, applicants for construc-
tion permits who seek early review of
site suitability issues are required - by
§ 2.101(a-1) (1) to submit proposed find-
ings, together with a supporting state-
ment, on the issues of site suitability
submitted for, review, and to provide in-
formation on a range of postulated fa-
cility design and operation parameters
sufficient to enable the Commission to
perform the requested review. Appli-
cants for construction permits are also
required by §§ 2.101 (a-1) (1) and 2.603
(b) (1) to submit descriptions of their
site selection process which explain the
extent to which that process involves the
consideration-of alternative sites and
the relationship between that process
and the application for early review of
site sultabMilty'ssues. Applicants are
also required to provide a brief descrip-
tion of their long-range plans for ul-
timate development of the site. Section
2.605 of the regulations provides that
the Commission, on its own intiative or
on motion of any party to the proceed-
Ing, may decline to initiate an early
hearing or render an early partial deci-
sion on any issue or Issues of site suit-
ability in connection with a construction
permit application in cases where no
partial decision on the relative merits

2 Subpart F provides for early review of site
suitability Issues In connection with con-
struction permit applicatlons.
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under Part 51 of the proposed site and
alternative sites is requested, upon de-
termination that there is a reasonable
likelihood that further review would
identify one or more preferable alterna-
tive sites and the partial decision on one
or more site suitability issues would lead
to an irreversible and irretrievable
commitment of resources prior to the
submittal of the remainder of the re-
quired information, that would prejudice
the later review and decision on such
alternative sites. By requiring applicants
to furnish information concerning their
site selection process as part of their
request for early review and by provid-
ing for the findings described above, the
Commission expects to avoid significant
premature commitments of resources to
sites which may prove unacceptable
when compared with alternative sites.

Section 2.605 of the regulations also
provides that the Commission may de-
cline to initiate an early review or ren-
der pn early partial decision in cases
where an early partial decision on any
issue or issues of site suitability would
not be in the public interest considering
(a) the degree of likelihood that any
early findings on those issues would re-
tain their validity in later'reviews, (b)
the objections, if any, of cognizant state
or local government agencies to the con-
duct of an early review on those issues,
and (c) the possible effect on the public
interest and the parties of having an
early, if not necessarily conclusive, res-
olution of those issues. In this regard,
the views of appropriate Federal, State,
and local agencies would be considered
in connection with the initiation of any
early site review. Finally only one review
of site suitability issues (either 'under
Subpart F of 10 CFR Part 2 or Appendix
Q to 10 CFR Part 50) could be con-
ducted with regard to a particular site
prior to the full NEPA construction
permit review.

The Commission staff, will follow
criteria similar to those in § 2.605 in
deciding whether to prepare and issue a
Staff Site Report in response to a re-
quest submitted pursuant to Appendix
Q.

Many of the comments favoring adop-
tion of the rule considered its capacity
to yield final dispositive decisions crucial
to its success. Several commentors sug-
gested that approved sites be "grand-
fathered" to insulate them from new
regulatory requirements imposed during
the period the approval is effective. The
Commission recognizes the importance
of finality in its decisions and has en-
deavored to assure this in substantial
measure by providing that partial deci-
sions on site suitability issues will re-
main effective for five years or until the
conclusion of the construction permit
proceeding, by specifying criteria for re-
opening site suitability decisions, and by
providing that partial decisions nd
Staff Site Reports be as detailed and
explicit as possible. The stature of a
partial decision on site suitability issues
is emphasized in the effective rule by
providing that the partial decision shall
be incorporated in the decision regard-

Ing issuance of a construction permit
to the extent that the Partial decision
serves as the basis for deciding a specific
site suitability issue or issues.

Moreover, at the same time, the Com-
mission also recognizes the need to as-
sure that up-to-date information ol
significance in both the health and
safety and the environmental areas is
appropriately factored Into the Commis-
sion's licensing decisions. Consequently,
the effectiv6 rule does not automatically
immunize previously reviewed sites from
new regulatory requirements. Whether
-later adopted regulatory requirements
will be imposed on a previously reviewed
site (i.e., constitute significant new in-
formation that substantially affects the
prior conclusions) will be decided based
on the content of the new requirements.

Several commentors suggested the
adoption of more stringent standards
for reopening decisions, such as, for
example, the showing of a need to pro-
vide substantial additional protection
for the public health and safety or the
common defense and security, the find-
ing requiied in 10 CFR 50.109 to justify
backfitting requirements. The Commis-
sion believes that the standard enun-
ciated in the proposed rule and largely
retained in the effective rule will prove
effective both in bringing significant new
information to the attention of the
Commission and in preserving, to the
fullest extent possible, the advantages,
from the standpoint of certainty, which
are expected to result'from early review,
hearing and partial decision on site suit-
ability issues.

The effective rule eliminates refer-
ences to and attempts to distinguish be-
tween full and partial site approvals to
eliminate needless argument regarding
the content of a "full" site approval and
the relation between site and design
issues. Any effective partial decision on
one or more site suitability issues could
still serve as the finding of general site
suitability called for by 10 CFR 50.10
(e) (2) (11) depending on the nature arid
scope of the decision. While the effec-
tive rule would allow completion of all
or part of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) environ-
mental impact statement at an earlier
point in time than would be the case if
no early site review were conducted, in
no case could a limited work authorira-
tion or construction permit be granted
without a full NEPA environmental im-
pact statement. The rule does not permit
any "gaps" in the environmental impact
statement.

It is anticipated that environmental
concerns will play an important role in
the consideration and resolution of site
suitability issues. Applicants for con-
struction permits who request early re-
view of environmental site suitability
issues will be expected to furnish infor-
mation concerning the issues addressed,
and the Commission staff will conduct
its own assessment and review following
procedures that are consistent with the
review procedures prescribed in NEPA
for environmental impact statements.

The effective regulation permits a simi-
lar procedure to be followed in cOnnec-
tion with an Appendix Q review. Since
the scope of the NEPA review will de-
pend In any given instance on the nature
and scope of the site suitability Issues
submitted for review, the effective rule
does not delineate general requirements
for environmental review. The Commls-
sion expects that the details of this re-
view will be handled on a case-by-case
basis. With respect to its responsibilities
under the -National Historic Preserva-
tion Act of 1966, as amended (10
U.S.C.A. 470 et seq.) and the Archaeo-
logical and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 (Pub. L. 93-291, 16 U.S.C.A. 469-
469c), the Commission expects that any
concerns relating to the preservation of
historical, archaeological, architectural
or cultural resources which may arise
during early review of site suitability
issues will be handled in a similar
manner.

One of the comments suggested that
the rule explicitly provide for Joint hear-
ings and increased coordination with the
states. The Commission believes that
duplicative environmental assessments
should be avoided to the extent prac-
ticable and that the coordination of fed-
eral and state facility siting and en-
vironmental reviews should be en-
couraged.

At the same time, the Commission is
of the opinion that, at least In the Im-
mediate future, this objective can best
be achieved on a case-by-case basis. Ac-
cordingly, no specific provisions respect-
ing joint hearings have been included in
the effective rule.

The proposed rule would have
amended 10 CFR 50.10(e) to extend the
Commission's authority to issue limited
work authorizations to applicants seek-
ing permits to construct production fa-
cilities such as commercial isotopic en-
richment plants and reprocessing plants,
and testing reactors. After further con-
sideration of this matter, this provision
has been eliminated In the effective rule
as premature and unnecessary.

In order to provide additional guid-
ance to persons who seek early review
of site suitability Issues in accordance
with the provisions of the effective rule,
the Commission staff is simultaneously
issuing a report entitled "Early Site Re-
views for Nuclear Power Facilities"
(NUREG-0180) which describes pro-
cedures -to be followed by construction
permit applicants and others and delin-
eates the nature and scope of some of
the more significant areas of -technical
review. Copies of NUREG-0180 are avail-
able for Inspection by the public at the
NRC's Public Document Room at 1717
H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., and
at the NRC's Local Public Document
Rooms. Copies of NUREG-0180 may also
be purchased from The National Tech-
nical Information Service, Springfield,
Virginia 22161.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, the Energy Re-
organization Act of 1974, as amended,
and Sections 552 and 553 of Title 5 of
the United States Code, the following
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amendments to Title 10, Chapter I, Code
of Federal Regulations, Parts 2 and 50
are published as a document subject to
codification.
§ 2.101 [Amended]

1. In § 2.101 of 10 CFR Part 2, Para-
graph (a) is amended by substituting
the words "utilization facility which is
subject to § 51.5(a) of this chapter and
is of the type specified in §§ 50.21(b) (2)
or (3) or 50.22 of this chapter or is a
teting facility" for the words "nuclear
power reactor subject to § 51.5(a) of this
chapter" wherever they appear, and
Paragraph (a) (3) is amended by delet-
ing the language "as provided in para-
graph (a) (5) of this section" and sub-
stituting therefor the language "as pro-
videdm paragraphs (a) (5) or (a-l) of
thssecton."

2. A new paragraph (a-l) is added
* immediately after- § 2.101(a) (5) of 10
CFR Part 2 to read as follows:
§ 2.101 Filing of application.

(a-l) Early consideration of site suit-
ability issues. An applicant for a con-
struction permit for a utilization facility
which is subject to § 51.5(a) of this
chapter and is of the type specified In
§ 50.21(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22 of this
chapter or is a testing facility, may re-
quest that the Commission conduct an
early review and hearing and render an
early partial decision in accordance with
Subpart F on issues of site suitability
within the purview of the applicable pro-
visions of Parts 50, 51 and 100 of this
chapter. In such cases, the applicant for
the construction permit may submit the
information required of applicants by
the provisions of this chapter In three
or (in the case of nuclear power reac-
tors) four parts:

(1) Part one shall Include or be accom-
panied by any informatibn required by
§§ 50.34(a) (1) and 50.30(f) of this chap-
ter which relates to the issue(s) of site
suitability for which an early review,
hearing and partial decision are sought,
except that information with respect to
operation of the facility at the projected
initial power level need not be supplied,
and shall include the information re-
quired by §§ 50.33(a)-(e) and 50.37 of
this chapter. The information submitted
shall also include (i) proposed findings
on the issues of site suitability on which
the applicant has requested review and a
statement of the bases or the reasoni-for
those findings, (ii) a range of postulated
facility design and operation paranaeters
that is sufficient td enable the Commis-
sion to perform the requested review of
site suitability issues under- the appli-
cable provisions of Parts 50, 51 and 100,
and (i) information concerning the ap-
plicant's site selection process and long-
range plans for ultimate development of
the site required by § 2.603(b) (1).

(2) Part two shall include or be ac-
companied by the remaining information
required by §§ 50.30(f), 50.33 and 50.34
(a) (1) of this chapter.
• (3) Part three shall include the re-

maining Information required by §§ 50.34

(a) and (in the case of a nuclear power
reactor) 50.34a of this chapter.

(4) The information required for part
two or part three shall be submitted
during the period the partial decision
on part one is effective. Submittal of the
information required for part three may
precede by no more than six months or
follow by no more than six months the
submittal of the information required
for part two. *

(5) Part four," which is only required
when the application is for a construc-
tion permit for a nuclear power reactor.
shall include any information required
by § 50.33a of this chapter and shall be
filed in accordance with the time periods
specified in § 50.33a.

3. In § 2.110 the section heading is re-
vised, paragraph (a) is redesignated as
paragraph (a) (1), new paragraph (a)
(2) is added, and paragraphs (b) and
(c) are revised to read as follows:
§ 2.110. Filing and administrative action

on submittals for design review or
early review of site suitability issues,

(a)(1) ** * *
(2) Except as specifically provided

otherwise by the provisions of Appendix
Q to Part 50 of this chapter, a submittal
pursuant to Appendix Q shall be subject
to § 2.101 (a) (2)-(a) (4) to the same ex-
tent as if It were an application for a
permit or license.

(b) Upon initiation of review by the
staff of a submittal of a type described
in paragraph (a) (1) of this section, the
Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
shall publish In the FzDERAL REIsra a
notice of receipt of the submittal, Invit-
ing comments from interested persons
within 60 days of publication or such
other time as may be specified, for con-
sideration by the staff and ACES in their
review.

(c) Upon completion of review by the
staff and the ACRS of a submittal of the
type described in paragraph (a) (1) of
this section, the Director of Nuclear Re-
actor Regulation shall publish in the
FVEDEL Rnxz s= a determination as to
whether or not the design is acceptable,
subject to such conditions as may be ap-
propriate, and place in the Public Docu-
ment Room an analysis of the design in
the form of a report.

4. A new Subpart F is added to 10 CFR
Part 2 to read as follows:
Subpart F-Additlonal ProceduresI Applicable to

Early Partial Decisions on Site Suitability
Issues In Connection With an Application For
a Permit to Construct Certain Utilization
Facilities

Sec.
2.600 Scope of subpart.
2.601 Applcabltty of other sections.
2.602 Filing fees.
2.603 Acceptance and docketing of applil-

cation for early review of site multa-
bilitylssues.

2.604 Notice of hearing on application for
early review of site suitability is-
sues.

5 For a construction permit application In
four parts, part four shall be filed second In
time since it must precede both parts two
and three by a period or from 9 months to
3 years.

Sec.
2.605 Additional considerations.
2.606 Partial dections on site suitability

issues.
Auvrzox=': Sec. 161. Pub. L. 83-703. 68

Stat. 948 (42 US.C. 2201); Sec. 102, Pub. L.
91-190. 83 Stat. 853 (42 US.C. 4332); Sec. 201,
as amended, Pub. I. 93-438, 83 Stat. 1242,
Pub. L. 94-79. 89 Stat. 413 (42 U.S.C. 5341).

Subpart F-Additonal Procedures Appli-
cable to Early Partial Decisions on Site
Suitability Issues in Connection Wth an
Application for a Permit To Construct
Certain Utilization Facilities

§ 2.600 Scope ofsubpart.

This subpart prescribes procedures ap-
plicable to licensing proceedings which
involve an early submittal of site suit-
ability information in accordance with
§ 2.101(-l). and a hearing and early
partial decision on issues of site suita-
bility, in connection with an application
for a permit to construct a utilization
facility which Is subject to § 51.5(a) of
this chapter and is of the type specified
In § 50.21(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22 of this
chapter or is a testing facility.
§ 2.601 Applicability of other sections.

The provisions of Subparts A and G
relating to applications for construction
permits and proceedings thereon apply,

,respectively, to applications and pro-
ceedings in accordance with this subpart,
except as specifically provided otherwise
by the provisions of this subpart.
§ 2.602 Filing fees.

Each application which contains a re-
quest for early review of site suitability
issues under the procedures of this sub-
part shall be accomplanied by any fee
required by § 50.30(e) and Part 170 of
this chapter.
§ 2.603 Acceptance and docketing of ap-

plication for early review of site suit-
ability issues.

(a) Each part of an application sub-
mitted in accordance with § 2.101(a-1)
of this part will be initially treated as a
tendered application. If it is determined
that any one of the parts as described
in § 2.101(a-1) is incomplete and not
acceptible for processing, the Director
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation will in-
form the applicant of this determination
and the respects In which the document
is deficient. Such a determination of
completeness will generally be made
within a period of thirty (30) days.

(b) (1) The Director of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation will accept for docket-
ng an application for a constructioft
permit for a utilization facility which is
subject to § 51.5(a) of this chapter and
is of the type specified In § 50.21(b) (2)
or (3) or 50.22 or is a testing facility
where part one of the application as de-
scribed in § 2.101(a-1) is complete. Part
one of an application will not be consid-
ered complete unless It contains pro-
posed findings as required by § 2.101
(a-1) (1) (i) and unless It describes the
applicant's site selection process, spec-
ifies the extent to which that process
Involves the consideration of alternative
sites, explains the relationship between
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that process and the application for
early review of site suitability issues, and
briefly describes the applicant's long-
range plans for ultimate development of
the site. Upon assignment of a docket
number, the procedures in § 2.101 (a) (3)
and (a) (4) relating to formal docketing
and the submission and distribution of
additional copies of the application shall
be followed.

(b) (2) Additional parts of the appli-
cation will be docketed upon a determi-
nation by the Director of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation that they are complete.

(c) If part one of the application is
docketed, the Director of Nuclear Re-
actor Regulation will cause to be pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER and send
to the Governor or other appropriate
official of the State In which the site
is located, a notice of docketing of the
application which states the purpose of
the application, states the location of the
proposed site, states that a notice of
hearing will be published, requests com-
ments within 120 days or such other time
as may be specified on the initiation or
outcome of an early site review from
Federal, State, and local agencies and
interested persons, and in the case of
applications filed under section 103 of
the Act, states that a person who wishes
to have his views on the antitrust aspects
of the application presented to the At-
torney General for consideration shall
submit such views in accordance with a
subsequent notice that will be published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. In the case of
a nuclear power reactor, such subsequent
notice will be published following sub-
mission of the information required by
§ 50.33a.
§ 2.604 Notice of hearing on application

for early review of site suitability
issues.

(a) Where an applicant for a con-
struction permit for a utilization facility
subject. to this subpart requests an early
review and hearing and an early partial
decision on issues of site suitability pur-
suant to § 2.101(a-1), the provisions i
the notice of hearing setting forth the
matters of fact and law to be considered,
as required by § 2.104, shall be modified
so as to relate only to the-site suitabiit
issue or issues under review.

(b) After docketing of part two of the
application, as provided in §§ 2.101(a-1)
and 2.603, a supplementary notice of
hearing will be published pursuant to

2.104 with respect to the remaining un-
resolved issues in the proceeding within
the scope of § 2.104. Such supplementary
notice of hearing will provide that any
person whose interest may be affected by
the proceeding and who desires to par-
ticipate as a party in the resolution of
the remaining issues shall file a petition
for leave to Intervene pursuant to § 2.714
within the time prescribed in the notice.
Such supplementary notice will also pro-
vide appropriate opportunities for par-
ticipation by a representative of an in-
terested state under § 2.715(c) and for
limited appearances pursuant to § 2.715
(a).

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(c) Any person who was permitted to
intervene as a party pursuant to the ini-
tial notice of hearing on site suitability
issues and who was not dismissed or did
not withdraw as a party may continue to
participate as a party to the proceeding
with respect to the remaining unresolved
issues, provided that within the time pre-
scribed for filing of. petitions for leave to
intervene in the supplementary notice of
hearing, he files a notice of his intent to
continue as a party, along with a sup-
,porting affidavit identifying the specific
aspect or aspects of the subject matter
of the, proceeding as to which he wishes
to continue to participate as a party, and
setting forth with particularity the basis
for his contentions with regard to each
such aspect or aspects. A party who files
a nontimely notice of intent to continue
as a party may be dismissed from the
proceeding, absent a determination that
the party has made a substantial show-
ing of good cause for failure to file on
time,'and with particular reference to the
factors specified in 8§ 2.714(a)(1)-(4)
und 2.714(d). The notice will be ruled
upon by the Commission or atomic safety
and licensing board designated to rule on
petitions for leave to intervene.

(d) To the maximum extent practi-
cable, the menibership of the atomic
safety and licensing board designated to
preside in the proceeding on the remain-
ng unresolved issues pursuant to the sup-

plemental notice of hearing will be the
same as the membership designated to
preside in the initial notice of hearing on
site suitability issues.
§ 2.605 Additional considerations.

(a) The Commission will not conduct
more than one review of site suitability
issues with regard to a particular site
prior to'filing and review of part two
of the application described in § 2.101
(a-1) of this part.

(b) The Commission, upon its own ini-
tiative, or upon the motion of any party
to the proceeding filed at least sixty (60)
days prior to the date of the commence-
ment of the evidentiary hearing on site
suitability issues, may decline to initi-
ate an early hearing or render an early
partial decision on any issue or issues of
site suitability:

(1) In cases where no partial decision
on the relative merits of the proposed
site and alternative sites under Part 51
is requested, upon determination that
there is a reasonable likelihood that fur-
ther review would identify one or more
preferable alternative sites and the par-
tial. decision on one or. more site suit-
ability issues would lead to an irreversi-
ble and irretrievable commitment of re-
sources prior to the submittal of the
remainder of the information required
by § 50.30(f) of this chapter that would
prejudice the later review and decision
on such alternative sites; or

(2) In cases where it appears that an
early partial decision on any issue or
issues of site suitability would not be in
the public interest considering (1) the
degree of likelihood that any early find-
ings on those issues would retain their

validity in later reviews, (2) the objec-
tions, if any, of cognizant state or local
government agencies to the conduct of
an early review on those Issues, and (3)
the possible effect on the public Interest
and the parties of having an early, If
not necessarily conclusive, resolution of
those issues.
§ 2.606 Partial decisions on site sui.

ability issues.
(a) The provisions of H9 2,754, 2.755,

2.760, 2.761, 2.762, 2.763, and 2.764(a)
shall apply to any partial Initial deci-
sion rendered In accordance with this
subpart. Paragraph 2.764(b) shall not
apply to any partial initial decision ren-
dered in accordance with this subpart.
No limited work authorization may be
issued pursuant to § 50.10(e) of Part 50
of this chapter and no construction per-
mit may be Issued without completion
of the full review required by section
102(2) of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, as amended, and Part
51 of this chapter. The authority of the
Commission and/or Appeal Board to re-
view such a partial initial decision sua
sponte, or to raise sua sponte an issue
that has not been raised by the partieo,
will be exercised within the same time
period as in the case of a full decision
relating to the issuande of a construc-
tion permit.

(b) (1) A partial decision on one or
more site suitability issues pursuant to
the applicable provisions of Parts 50, 51,
and 100 of this chapter Issued In accord-
ance with this subpart shall (I) clearly
identify the site to which the partial de-
cision, applies and (Ul) indicate to what
extent additional information may be
needed and additional review may be re-
quired to enable the Commission to de-
termine, in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Act and the applicable pro-
visions of the regulations in this chapter
whether a construction permit for a fa-
cility to be located on the site identified
in the partial decision should be Issued
or denied.

(2) Following completion of Commis-
sion or Atomic Safety and Licensing Ap-
peal Board review, as appropriate, of the
partial initial decision of the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, after hear-
ing, on the site suitability Issues, the par-
tial decision shall remain in effect either
for a period of five years or, where the
applicant for the construction permit has
made timely submittal of the information
required to support the application as
provided in § 2.101(a-1), until the pro-
ceeding for a permit to construct a facil-
ity on the site Identified In the partial
decision has been concluded,8 unless the
Commission, Atomic Safety and Licens-
ing Appeal Board, or Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board, upon Its own Initiative
or upon motion by a party to the proceed-
ing, finds that there exists significant new
information that substantially affects the

3 The partial decision on site suitability Is-
sues shall be incorporated In the decision re-
garding issuance of a construction permit to
the oxtent that it serves as a basis for the
decision on a specific site issue (s).
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earlier conclusions and reopens the hear-
ing record on site suitability issues. Upon
gqod cause shown, the Commission may
extend the five year period during which
a partial decision shall remain in effect-
for a reasonable period of time not'to
exceed one year.

§ 2.761a [Amended]

5. Section 2.761a of 10 CFR Part 2 is
amended by substituting the words "uti-
lization facility which is subject to
§ 51.5 (a) of this chapter, and is of the
type specified-in §§ 50.21(b) (2) or (3)
or 50.22 of this chapter or is a testing
facility," for the words "nuclear power
reactor subject to § 51.5(a) of this
chapter'

6. Paragraph I(c) of Appendix A to
Part 2 is revised to read as follows: '

APPENDIX A-STATEMENT OF GENERAL
POLICY AND PROCEDURE; CONDUCT OF
PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF
CONSTRUCTION PERMITS AND OPERATING
LICENsEs FOR PRODUCTION AND UTILI-
ZATION FACILITIES FOR WICH A HEAR-
ING Is REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 189a.
OF THE AToMIc ENERGY ACT OF 1954,
As AMENDED

I. PREMUNARY MATTERS

(c) (1) The Commission or the Atomic
- Safety and Licensing Board may consider
on their own initiative, or a party may re-
quest the Commission or the board to con-
sider, a particular issue or issues separately
from, and prior to, other issues relating to
the effect of thd construction and/or opera-
tion of the facility upon the public health
and safety, the common defense and security,
and the environment or in regard to anti-
trust considerations. If the Commission or
the board determines that a separate hear-
ing should be held, the notice of hearing
or other appropriate notice will state the
time and place of the separate hearing on
such issue or issues. The board designated
to bonduct the hearing will issue an initial
decision, if deemed appropriate, which will
be dispositive of the Issue(s) considered at
the hearing, in the absence of an appeal or
Commission or Appeal Board review pur-
suant to §§ 2.760 and 2.762, before the hear-
ing on, and consideration of, the remaining
issues in the proceeding.

(2) In a proceeding relating to the Issu-
ance of a construction permit for a facility
which is subject to the environmental im-
pact statement requirements of section

- 102(2) (C) of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 and Part 51 of this chapter
and which is a utilization facility for indus-
trial or commercial purposes or is a tes-ting
facility, separate hearings may be held and
decisions may be issued on National Environ-
mental Policy Act and site suitability issues
and other specified Issues as provided by
Subpart F and § 2.761a.

§ 50.10 [Amended] -

7. Paragraph. (e) of § 50.10 of 10 CFR
Part 50-is amended by substituting the

-words "utilization facility which is sub-
ject to § 51.5 (a) of this chapter, and is
of the type specified in §§ 50.21(b) (2)
or .(3) or 50.22 or is a testing facility,"
for the words "nuclear power reactor
subject to the provisions of § 51.5(a) of
this chapter" wherever they appear; by
substituting the words "do not prevent,

or mitigate the consequences of postu-
lated accidents that could cause undue
risk to the health and safety of the
public" for the words "are not subject
to the provisions of Appendix B" in para-
graph (e) (1); by substituting the word
"reactor" for the words "nuclear power
reactor" in paragraph (e) (2); and by
substituting the words "prevent or miti-
gate the consequences of postulated ac-
cidents that could cause undue risk to
the health and safety of the public" for
the words "are subject to the provisions
of Appendix B" in paragraph (e) (3) (1).

8. In § 50.33a of 10 CFR Part 50, the
phrase "Any person" In paragraph (b)
is changed to the phrase "Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (d), any person" and
a new paragraph (d) is added to read as
follows:

§ 50.33a Information required for anti-
trust review.

(d) Any person who applies for a
class 103 construction permit for a nu-
clear power reactor pursuant to the pro-
visions of § 2.101(a-) and Subpart F of
Part 2 of this chapter shall submit the
document title '!Information Requested
by the Attorney General for Antitrust
Review" at least nine (9) months but not
more than thirty-six months prior to the
filing of part two or part three of the
application, whichever part is filed first,
as specified in § 2.101(a-1) of this
chapter.

9. In § 50.55a of 10 CFR Part 50. para-
graphs (c) 3), (d) (3), (e) (3), and (f)
(3), and (h) are amended by changing
the phrase "the formal docket date of the
application for construction permit" to
"the formal docket date of the applIca-
tion for a construction permit" wherever
it appears, and 'adding a new footnote 8
to read as follows:

§ 50.55a Codes and standards.

10. A new Appendix Q is added to 10
CFR Part 50 to read as follows:

APPENDIx Q-PRE-APPLCATIOn EARLY
REVIEW OF SITE SurTABiLTY Issus

This appendix sets out procedure3 for the
filing, Staff review, and referral to the Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards of
requests for early review of one or more site
suitability Issues relating to the construction
and operation of certain utilization facilities
separately from and prior to the submittal of
applications for construction permits for the
facilities. This appendix also sets out proce-
dures for the preparauon and Issuance of
Staff Site Reports and for their Incorporation
by reference in applications for the construc-
tion and operation of certain utilization fa-
cilities. The utilization facilities are those
which are subject to I 51.5(a) of this chapter
and are of the type specified in I 50.21(b)
(2) or (3) or 1 50-22 or are testing facilities.

'Whero an application for a construction
permit Is submitted in four parts pursuant
to the provisions of I 2.101(a-1) and Subpart
1 of Part 2 of this chapter. "the formal docket
date of the application for a construction
permit" for purposes of this section shall be
the date of docketing of theinformation re-
quired by 12.101 (a-I) (2) or (3), whichever
is later.

This appendix does not apply to proceedings
conducted pursuant to Subpart F of Part 2
of this chapter.

1. Any person may submit Information re-
Carding onoor more site Suitability Issues to
the Commtisslon's Staff for Its review sepa-
rately from and prior to an application for
a construction permit for a facility. Such a
submittal shall be accompanied by any fee
required by Part 170 of this chapter and
shall consist of the portion of the informa-
tion required of applicants for construction
permlts by it 5033 (a)-(c) and (e), and, in-
sofar as It relates to the Issue(s) of site
suitability for which early review is sought,
by §1 50.34(a) (1) and 50.30(f), except that
information with respect to operation of the
facility at the projected initial power level
nced not be supplied.

2 The submittal for early review of site
suitability Issue(s) shall be maqe in the
smie manner and In the same number of
coples as provided in § 50.30 (a), (c) (1) and
(c) (3) for license applications. The submit-
tal shall Include sufficient information con-
cerning a range of postulated facility design
and operation parameters to enable the Staff
to perform the requested review of site suit-
ability Im-ue3. The submittal shall contain
suggested conclusions on the issues of site
suitability submitted for review and shall be
accompanied by a statement of the bases or
the reasons for those conclusions. The sub-
mittal shall also list to the extent possible,
any long-range objectives for ultimate de-
velopment of the site, state whether any site
selection process was used in preparing the
submittal, describe any site selection process
used. and explain what consideration, if any,
v.s given to alternative sites..

3. The Staff shall publish a notice of dock-
eting of the submittal in the 1PmmtEz. REG-
Isim, and shall send a copy of the notice
of docketing to the Governor or other appro-
priate officlal of the State in which the site
Is located. This notice shall Identify the lo-
cation of the site, briefly describe the site
suitability issue(s) under review, and invite
Comments from Federal, State, and local
agencies and Interested persons within 120
days of publication or such other time as
may be specified, for consideration by the
Staff In connection with the initiation or
outcome of the review and, if appropriate
by the ACES, n connection with the out-
come of their review. The person requesting
review shall serve a copy of the submittal on
the Governor or other appropriate official of
the State In which the site is located, and
on the chief executive of the municipality in
which the site is located or, if the site is not
located In a municipality, on the chief exec-
utive or the county. The portion of the sub-
mittal containing information required of
applicants for construction permits by
If 50M(a)-(c) and (e) and 50.34(a) (1) will
be referred to the Advisory Committee on
Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) for a review and
report. There wil be no referral to the ACES
unless early review of the site safety Issues
under I 50.34(a) (1) Is requested.

4. Upon completion of review by the staff
and. If appropriate by the ACRS, of a sub-
mittal under 'this appendix, the staff shall
prepare a Staff Site Report which shall Iden-
tify the location of the site, state the site
suitability Issues reviewed, explain the na-
ture and scope of the review, state the con-
clua'ons of the staff regarding the issues re-
viewed and state the reasons for those con-
cluslons. Upon issuance of a Staff Site Re-
port, the Staff shall publish a notice of the
availability of the report In the F m=nr E--
zsm and shall place copies of the report in
the Commision's Public Document Room at
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20555,
and In a local Public Document Rcom(s) lo-
cated near the site Identified in the Staff
Site Report. Tne Staff shall also send a copy
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of the report to the Governor or other ap-
propratP official of the State in which the
site is located, and to the chief executive of
the municipality in which the site is located
or, If the site is not located in a municipal-
ity, to the chief executive of the county.

5. Any Staff Site Report prepared and is-
sued In accordance with this appendix may
'be incorporated by reference, -,s appropriate,
-in an application for a construction permit
for a utilization facility which is subject to
§ 51.5 (a) of this chapter and is of the type
epecifled In §.§ 5021(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22
of this chapter or is a testing facility. The
conclusions of the Staff Site Report will be
reexamined by the staff where five years or
more have elapsed between the issuance of
the Staff Site Report and Its incorporation
by reference in a construction permit ap-
plication.

6. Issuance of as Staff Site Report shall not
constitute a commitment to issue a permit
or licenser, to permit on-site work under
§ 50.10(e), or in any way affect the author-
ity of the Commission, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Appeal Board, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Boards, and other presiding officers
in any proceeding under Subpart F and/or
O of Part 2 of this chapter.

7. The staff will not conduct more than
one review of site suitability issues with re-
gard to a particular site prior to the full con-
structlon permit review required by Part 51.
The staff may decline to prepare and issue a
Staff Site Report in response to a submittal

RULES AND REGULATIONS

under this Appendix where It appears that,
(a) in cases where no review of the rela-
tive merits of the submitted site and alter-
native sites under Part 51 is requested, there
is a reasonable likelihood that further Staff
review would identify one or more prefer-
able alternative sites and the Staff review
of one or more site suitability issues would
lead to an irreversible and irretrieva-
ble commitment of resources prior to the
submittal of the analysis of alternative sites
in the Environmental Report that would
prejudice the later review and decision on
alternative sites under Subpart P and/or G
of Part 2 and Part 51 of this chapter; or (b)
In cases where, in the judgment of the Staff,
early review of any site suitability issue or is-
sues would not be in the public interest, con-
sidering (1) the degree of likelihood that any
early findings on those issues would retain
their validity in later reviews, (2) the objec-
tions, if any, of cognizant State or local gov-
ernment agencies to the conduct of an early
review on those Issues, and (3) the possible
effect on the public interest of having an
early, If not necessarily cohclusive, resolution
of those issues.

Effective date: These amendments be-
come effective June 6, 1977.
(See. 161, Pub. L. 83-703, 68 Stat. 948 (42
U.S.C. 2201); Sec. 102, Pub. L. 91-190, 83
Stat. 853 (42 U.S.C. 4332); Sec. 201, as
amended, Pub. L. 93-438, 83 Stat. 1242, Pub.
L. 94-79, 89 Stat. 413 (42 U.S.C. 5341).)

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 29th
day of April 1977.

For the Nuclear Regulatory CommiS-
sion.

SAMUEL J. CIlnu:,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.77-13106 Filed 6-4-77;10:22 am]

Title 45-Public Welfare

SUBTITLE A-DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, GENERAL
ADMINISTRATION

PART 84-NONDISCRIMINATION ON THE
BASIS OF HANDICAP IN PROGRAMS
AND ACTIVITIES RECEIVING OR BENE.
FITING FROM FEDERAL FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE

Correction

In FR Doc. 12620, appearing at page
22676, in the issue of Wednesday, May 4,
1977, in the middle column on page
22685, the Incorporation by Reference
note, now appearing under the heading
§ 84.61 Procedures, should be trans-
ferred down below the heading §§ 84.62-
84.99 [Reserved].
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proposed rules
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose ofSthese notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate In the rule making prior to the adoption of the iffnal rules.

FEDERAL ENERGY
ADMINISTRATION

E 10 CFR Parts 211 and 212]

ALASKA NORTH SLOPE CRUDE OIL PRIC-
ING AND ENTITLEMENTS TREATMENT

AGENCY: Federal Energy Administra-
tion.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulenak-
Iug and Public Hearing.

SUMMARY: The Federal Energy Ad-
ministration (FEA) hereby gives notice
of a proposal to amend its regulations to
the extent necessary in anticipation of
production of crude oil from the Alaska
North Slope (ANS). With respect to

* pricing, FEA proposes to make conform--
ing changes in its price regulations to
the extent necessary -to apply the upper
tier-price ceiling to the first sale (well-
head) price. With-respect to the entitle-
ments program, PEA proposes to' treat
all ANS production as imported crude
oil without regard to its ultimate U.S.
refinery destination. Because of .the
changes in the crude oil pricing regula-
tions proposed by the President's recent
energy message, any need to exclude
ANS wellhead prices from the composite
price calculations may be obviated, and
therefore no-action on this issue is pro-
posed at this time.

DATES: Comments by Thursday, May
19, 1977, 4:30 pxm. Requests to speak by
Monday, May 16, 1977, 4:30 pm. Hear-
ing dates: Washington Hearing, Wednes-
day, May 25, 1977, 9:30 am.; San Fran-
cisco Hearing, Thursday, May 26, 1977,
9:30 a~m.; Anchorage Hearing, Friday,
May 27, 1977,9:30 am.

ADDRESSES: All comments to Execu-
tive Communications, Room 3317, Fed-
eral Energy Administration, Box MG,
Washington, D.C. 20461. Requests to
speak: Washington Hearing, attention
Executive Communications, 12th. and
-Pennsylvania Aienue NW., Room 3317,
Box MG, Washington, D.C. 20461; San
Francisc6 Hearing, Federal Energy Ad-
ministration, FEA Regional Administra-
tor, attention R. Laffel, External Affairs
Division, 11I Pine Street, San Francisco,
California 94111; -Anchorage Hearing,
Federal Energy Administration,. Sub-
Regional Office G-11, Federal Office
Building, 605 West 4th Avenue, Anchor-
age, Alaska 99501. Hearing locations:
Washington Hearing, Room 2105, 2000 M
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20461; San
Francisco Hearing, Federal Court House,
Court Room No. 15, 7th and Mission
Streets, San Francisco, California 94111;

-Anchorage Hearing, Federal Court
House Building, Conference Room 284,
605 West 4th Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska
99501.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Robert C. Gillette (Hearing Proce-
dures), 2000 M Street NW.. Room
2214B, Washington, D.C. 20461, 202-
254-5201.
Ed Vilade (Media Relations), 12th
and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Room
3104, Washington, D.C. 20461, 202-
566-9833.
Chuck Boebl (Regulatory Programs),
2000 M Street NW., Room 2304. Wash-
ington, D.C. 20461, 202-254-7200.
Richard S. Greene (Office of General
Counsel), 12th and Pennsylvania
Avenue NW., Room 5138, Washington,
D.C. 20461,202-566-9567.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Background:
1. Notice of Inquiry
2. Summary of Crude Oil Price

and Entitlements Regulations
3. ANS Production Data

B. Proposals:
1. Pricing: Application of Upper

Tier Ceiling to ANS First
Sales

2. Entitlements: Treatment of
ANS Production as Imported
Crude Oil

3. Composite Price: Exclusion of
ANS First Sales From Com-
posite Price Calculations

C. Proposed Regulation Amendments
D. Comment Procedures
E. Other Matters

A. BACKGROUND

1. Notice of Inquiry. On March 7,1977,
PEA issued a Notice of Inquiry (Ad-
vance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking)
in this matter In order to obtain prelim-
inary comments from the public (42 FR
13116, March 9, 1977). Initial public
comment in advance of formal proposed
rulemaking procedures was particularly
sought in view of the requirement under
section 8(g) of the Emergency Petrole-
um Allocation Act of 1973, as amended
("EPAA") to submit a report to the
Cbngress on April 15, 1977, concerning
the effects of price and allocation reg-
ulations on ANS and other domestic
crude oil production, and with respect to
the question of exclusion or inclusion of
ANS production under the national com-
posite crude oil price established by sec-
tion 8 of theEPAA.'

IThe April 15, 1977 report to Congre s on
ANS production indicated thnt the first "ol
(wellhead) price of ANS crude oil would be
below the adjusted statutory composite price
(excluding ANS production) intlally and
would probably remain below that price level
until at least June, 1978. However, a decision
concerning exclusion or inclusion of ANS

A total of 24 written comments were
received In response to PEA's Nbtice of
Inquiry in this matter, including 11 late
comments. In addition, 11 oral presenta-
tions were made attheWashington hear-
ing (March 21, 1977), 7 at the -San
Francisco hearing (March 22) and 13 at
the Anchoragehearing (March 23). All
of these comments and presentations
were considered by FEA In formulating
the proposals isued today. Reference to
the substance of some of the comment
received In response to the Notice of In-
quiry is made in Section B, below.

2. FEA Crude Oil Price and Entitle-
ments Regulations. The landed cost for
imported crude oil (Le, the cost of acqui-
sition plus transportation to the United
States) ranges from about $13.00 per bar-
rel to over $15.00 per b=rrel, depending
upon country or origin, grade and qual-
ity of crude oil, and location of the U.S.
port. These prices represent a more than
four-fold increase In the cost of impoits
since early 1913. Congress has determined
that U.S. domestic crude oil prices should
not generally be allowed to rise to the
import (world market) level, but should
be held at levels which minimize undue
inflationary or other harmful effects on
the U.S. economy while at the same time
provide sufficient Incentives to producers
to achieve maximum production of
domestic crude oil.

Under the EPAA amendments enacted
in 1975 by the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act, Congress provided PEA
with flexibility to control domestic crude
oil prices as long as the national weighed
average first sale price (actual composite
price) did not exceed $7.66 per barrel
applicable to crude oil produced and sold
in February, 1976 (statutory composite
price). Beginning In March, 1976, PEA
was authorized to increase the statutory
composite price to reflect the effects of
Inflation and to provide production in-
centives. Under present authority, the
statutory composite price is adjusted up-
ward at the rate of 10 percent annually.

Under PEA price regulations adopted
to implement the statutory composite.
price restrictions, domestic crude oil is
classified as lower tier (about 50 percent
of total production), upper tier (about
3G percent) and stripper well (about 14
percent).

Stripper well crude oil, which is pro-
duction from properties which have
declined to a level of 10 barrels per day
per well or less for a 12-month period, is
Permitted by statutory authority to be
sold at market price levels, so as to en-

production under the statutory composite
price was deferred pending further study in
the context of this rulemaking proceeding.
Coples of the April 15 report; are available
as indicated in Section B.3, below.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977



22890

courage continued production from such
marginal properties for as long as pos-
sible. For purposes of the stautory com-
posite price computation, stripper well
crude oil is given an imputed value which
approximates the average upper tier price
(Section 121 of the Energy Conservation
and Production Act, enacted August 14,
1976.).

Upper tier crude ol1 generally includes
production from properties which first
began producing after 1972 (except those
which qualify as stripper well proper-
ties), plus incremental production from
older properties which exceeds a certain
base production level. The upper tier
price (an average of $11.64 per barrel at
the end of 1976, or roughly $2 below the
landed cost of imported crude ol) is
generally designed to stimulate addi-
tional production from older properties
and to encourage further exploration and
development of domestic crude oil re-
sources.
- The lower tier price, which averaged

about $5.17 nationally at the end of 1976,
applies to all U.S. production which is
not exempt or which does not qualify
as upper tier crude oil I

Effective July 1, 1976, FEA halted fur-
ther monthly increases in crude oil price
ceilings in order to compensate for ac-
tual composite prices in excess of ad-
justed statutory composite price levels.
FEA took further corrective action to
achieve compliance with statutory com-
posite price restrictions by reducing up-
per tier prices by 20 cents per barrel ef-
fective January 1, 1977, and an addi-
tional 45 cents per barrel effective
March 1, 1977. These actions are expect-
ed to eliminate all excess receipts by
July 1, 1977 (see 42 FR 13013, March 8,
1977).

On March 15, 1977, FEA submitted
Energy Action No. 11 to the Congress,
pursuant to section 8(f) of the EPAA, to
continue in effect that portion of the
10% annual increase in the statutory
composite price relating to the produc-
tion incentive. This action, having under-
gone legislative review without disap-
proval by either house of Congress, per-
mits PEA to continue to adjust the sta-
tutory composite price at the full 10%
annual rate.

While an actual composite price for
domestic crude oil can be easily deter-
mined by weight-averaging the first sale
prices (or imputed first sale prices) of
crude oil under the three price classifica-
tions, it is more difficult to achieve an ac-
tual marketplace result in which each re-
finer pays approximately the equivalent
or a national average price for all domes-
tic and imported crude oil purchases.
Each refiner generally has a different
"mix" of lower tier, upper tier, and' ex-
empt or imported crude oil, due to his-
torical purchasing patterns and refinery
location. Thus, without some kind of
compensating or equalizing device, a re-
finer with access to an above-average
proportion of lower tier crude oil, with its
lower price, would have a competitive ad-
vantage over another refiner that could
obtain only higher-priced imported or
upper tier crude oil.

PROPOSED RULES

The FEA domestic crude oil allocation
(entitlements) program is designed to
achieve approximate equalization of the
cost of crude oil purchases among U.S.
refiners. Essentially, the entitlements
program, by requiring transfers of cash
through purchases and sales of entitle-
ments among refiners, achieves the same
result, (subject to certain qualifications)
as if PEA had directly allocated to each
refiner a "mix' of lower tier, upper tier,
and exempt or imported crude oil that
reflected the national supply ratios for
each of these pricing categories of crude
oil.

Stated another way, the entitlements
program operates so that lower tier
crude oil, upper tier crude oil, and ex-
empt or imported crude oil all have rel-
atively equivalent effective acquisition
costs to the refiner. Because entitlement
benefits and obligations are determined
on the basis of average acquisition costs
for the category of crude oil concerned,
domestic crude oil which has a cost (due

.t higher than average transportation
charges) to the refinery which signifi-
cantly exceeds the average cost for crude
oil of the same tier classification and
quality, may not be competitive with
imported crude oil of similar quality
even though the landed- cost of the im-
ported crude oil is significantly higher.

3. ANS Production Data. ANS produc-
tion is scheduled to begin flowing into
the northern end of the Trans-Alaska
Pipeline System ("TAPS") on or about
July 1, 1977. However, outflow at the
southern terminus (Valdez, Alaska) is
,not expected to occur until August, with
the deliveries at West Coast ports antici-
pated to commence in September, 1977.

It is planned that the initial flow will
be at a level of 600,000 barrels per day.
A flow rate of 1.2 million barrels per 'day
is expected to be achieved in December,
1977. ANS production is expected to con-
tinue at this level through May, 1979,
when current crude oil price authority
becomes discretionary rather than man-
datory under the EPAA. Depending upon
further pipeline improvements and ad-
ditional pumping capacity, a flow of up
to 1.6 million barrels per day could be
achieved in the early 1980's. A level of
up to two million barrels per day might
be attained in the mid-1980's, depending
upon further exploration and field de-
velopment in northern Alaska.Substantial flow volumes, although at
declining rates, are expected to be
achieved over a period of approximately
25 years. Total recoverable reserves
(Prudhoe Bay Field) are currently esti-
mated at between 10-12 billion barrels.

Based on domestic crude oil produc-
tion in 1976 of approximately 8.1 million
barrels per day and a continuation of
the current rate of decline of "lower 48"
production, the ANS 1978 flow rate of
1.2 million barrels per day would repre-
sent about 12-13 percent of total domes-
tic production.

B. PROPOSALS

1. Pricing: Application of Upper Tier
Price Ceiling to ANS First Sales. A num-
ber of comments were received in re-

sponse to PEA's noticb of Inquiry pro-
posing that ANS production be exempted
from price controls, quite apart from the
question of exclusion or Inclusion of ANS
production under the composite price
limitation. Inasmuch as the wellhead
price of ANS production will be deter-
mined largely by market forces, rather
than'constrained by the upper tier coil-
ing, due to the substantial pipeline and
other transportation costs which must
be added to the wellhead price before
ANS crude oil reaches domestic markets,
these proposals for price exemption were
based on somewhat general consider-
ations relating to long-term encourage-
ment of production In frontier areas and
ultimate total decontrol.

The PEA does not believe that such
treatment for the main Prudoe Bay pool
would be appropriate In view of the
crude oil pricing policy recently an-
nounced in the President's energy mes-
sage. Since the Prudoe Bay pool has been
largely developed, It for all practical
purposes falls into the same price cate-
gory as all other upper tier crude oil

'flowing from existing wells on April 20,
1977 and should therefore be subject t6
the same price rule. That is particularly
so in view of the fact that upper tier
wellhead prices would more than ade-
quately compensate ANS producers for
their costs of developing the North Slope.
Moreover, because of the high transpor-
tation costs associated with ANS crude
oil, there is very little likelihood that the
upper tier ceiling price rule will be an
effective constraint on ANS wellhead
prices for several ybars, if ever. The up-
per tier ceiling price will, however, pro-
vide the U.S. consumer with some meas-
ure of protection against inordinate
OPEC price Increases, which furthers
the policy expressed by Congress when
It enacted Section 8 of the EPAA.

It should be noted, however, that the
pricing rule proposed here applies only to
ANS production that meets, the upper
tier oil definition proposed In the Presi-
dent's message. New oil finds on the
Alaska North Slope would receive the
higher wellhead ceiling prices proposed
in the message (i.e., the current world
market price adjusted for inflation),
which should provide adequate Incen-
tives for further exploration and devel-
opment on the North Slope.

In addition to comment proposing ex-
emption of ANS first sales from price
controls, PEA received comment sug-
gesting that the ANS wellhead price!
should be made subject to the lower tier
price ceiling (currently averaging $5.17
per barrel). This was based on the view
that the decision to develop ANS produc-
tion commercially was made at a time
(prior to 1973) when domestic crude oil
prices averaged about $3.50 per barrel
and the cost of transporting ANS crude
oil to domestic refineries was estimated
at £1.50 Per barrel.

As noted in PEA's notice of inquiry In
this matter, however, the classification
of a particular oil as upper or lower tier
is not tied to the actual costs of produc-
tion for that particular oil. To put it
another way, PEA pricing regulation Is
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not utility-type regulation based on a
fair rate of return on specific costs. The
decision to permit production commenc-
ing after 1972 to .be priced at the upper
tier ceiling level -was based on the na-
tional production incentives which the
higher upper tier'price affords as well
as the generally higher costs of new
production. Since AlS crude falls into
that category, just as does new crude
production in the lower 48 states that is
identical in every way to ANS production
except that it does not have-the same
high development and transportation
costs- associated with it, it would be in-
equitable-under the existing regulatory
program not to give ANS production
from the Prudhoe Bay pool the same
pricing treatment.

-In addition, PEA believes that Con-
gress-intended that other than the lower
-tier ceiling price would be applied to
first sales of ANS production. Although
the-EPA. did not expressly adopt PEA's
two-tier pricing rules, -Congress implic-
itly recognized -pper-tier status for ANS
first sales- by establishing a statutory
compositeprice based ona weighted aver-
age under PEA's two-tier system (which
was in turn, based partly on date of pro-
duction-start-up as a tier determinant)
and by permitting adjustments to the
statutory composite price, in part, as a
further "production incentive to encour-
age the development of high cost, high
risk properties, including * * * proper-
ties located * * * North of the Arctic
Ciicle." 2

In view of all the foregoing considera-
tions, PEAproposes no change in Its
regulations which would alter applica-
bility of the upper tier ceiling price to
first sales (wellhead price) of ANS
production.

However, in order to apply upper tier
price rules fully to ANS production, a

- decision must be made concerning the
-aPpropriate September 30, 1975, posted
price to be used in determining the upper
tier ceiling price for -ANS first sales."-Under § 212.74(b) of PEA regula-
tions-

The upper tier ceiling price for a particu-
lar grade of domestic crude oil in a particu-
lar field Is (1) the highest posted price on
September 20, 1975, for transactions In that
grade of crude oil in that field in September
1975, or If there was no posted price in that
field for that grade of domestic crude oil,
the related price for that grade of donestic
crude oin which is most similar In kind and
quality in the nearest field for which prices
were posted; less (2) $1.32 per barrel.;

PEA understands that development of
ANS crude oil is being undertaken, at
least initially, on the basis of a single
grade of crude oil from a single field. In
addition, PEA understands that the pro-
ducers of ANS crude oil view their pro-
ductior as flowing from a single "prop-
erty," under PEA's definition of this

- Conf. Rep. -No, 94-516, 94th Cong., 1st
Sess. 191 (1975).

5 Under § 212.77 . A may increase or de-
crease the amount specified In § 212.74(b)
(2) In applying the-rules applicable to ad-
Justments to ceiling prices to reflect adjust-
ments to the statutory composite price.

term. Therefore, It appears that the only
question arising under § 212.74(b) is how
.to determine which domestic field's
September 30, 1975, highest posted price
should be used to calculate the upper
tier ceiling price applicable to ANS pro-
duction generally.

PEA proposes to review this matter as
follows. The first step would be to deter-
mine which fields-presumably else-
where in Alaska or Petroleum Admin-
istration for Defense District No. V
("PAD V)-produce crude oi genbraly
similar in kind and quality to ANS crude
oil. The next step would be to select from
among these fields those whose produc-
tion is most similar in kind and quality
to ANS production. Then these fields
would be ranked according to their geo-
graphical nearness to ANS. If there were
actual postings in the closest field geo-
graphically on September 30, 1975. the
highest posted price would be deter-
mined and used to calculate the ceiling
price applicable to ANS production pur-
suant to §§ 212.74(b) and 212.77. If there

* were no postings in this field on Septem-
ber 30, 1975, and a "related" highest
posted price was consequently used pur-
suant to § 212.74(b), PEA would deter-
mine whether that "related" posted
price or the actual highest posted price
in the second closest field (as determined
above) more accurately reflects the in-
tent of § 212.74(b). FEA hopes by this
procedure to mlnimize conflicts in choice
such as between a field which is nearer
geographically but not of the most siml-
lar quality and a field which is closer in
quality but farther away.

PEA requests comment on this
methodology as well as specific informa-
tion on crude oil quality characteristics
and field location. Specific recommenda-
tions with respect to this issue are also
invited. PEA also requests comment on
the proposal as explained in this section
to retain upper tier status for ANS first
sales.

2. Entitlements: Treatment of ANS
Production as Imported and Other Un-
trol led Crude OiL In its notice of inquiry,
FEA pointed out that the substantial
cost of transporting ANS crude oil to the
West Coast via TAPS and tanker will
mean that the wellhead price of ANS
crude oil must drop substantially below
the average upper tier ceiling price If the
price of ANS crude oil delivered to U.S.
refineries is to be competitive with (and
thus displace) imported crude oil. Thus,
using a West Coast market price of
$13.74 per barrel for Saudi Arabian
crude oil (including transportation and
import fees) for purposes of Illustration,
PEA subtracted estimated ANS trans-
portation costs of $5.76 per barrel (esti-
mated TAPS tariffs of $5.00 plus coast-
wise shipping costs estimated at $.76 per
barrel) to derive a "netback" wellhead
price of about $8.00 per barrel for ANS
production.

PEA also noted however, that thii
wellhead price could not be maintained
if ANS production is accorded upper tier
classification for purposes of the entitle-
ments program, since imported crude oil
is afforded a significantly higher entitle-

ment value (about $1.50 to $2.00 more)
than upper tier crude oil (see Section A,
above). Thus, If no change is made with
respect to treatment of ANS production
under the entitlements program, the il-
lustrative wellhead price of about $8.00
per barrel would have to be reduced to
about $6.00 to $6.50 per barrel if ANS
production is to be equivalent in price
to imported crude oil delivered to West
Coast markets.

FEA further pointed out that, with
respect to ANS production which will be
in excess of 'West Coast (PAD V) needs-
an estimated 35-50 percent in 1978-ad-
ditional transportation costs from the
West Coast to mid-continent refineries
could reduce the wellhead price to as
low as $4.00 to $4.75 per barrel without
special entitlement adjustments and to
perhaps $6.00 to $6.75 per barrel with
ANS production treated as imported
crude oil for entitlements purposes.

In view of these considerations, PEA's
notice of inquiry requested comment on
an initial proposal to afford imported
crude oil treatment to ANS production
for purposes of the entitlements program
in order to permit a welihead price range
for ANS production of about $6.00 to
$8.00 per barrel instead of the range of
about $4.00 to $6.00 which apparently
would result under upper tier entitle-
ments treatment for ANS production.

PEA also called for comment on an
initial proposal to afford imported crude
oil status under the entitlements pro-
gram to ANS production destined for
mid-continent markets and upper tier
entitlement status for ANS production
refined in PAD V.

Based on comment received to date
and further consideration of the factors
relating to this issue, FEA now proposes
to treat all ANS production as imported
crude oil for purposes of the entitlements
program. Further comment is requested
on this proposal and on the reasons for
this proposal as outlined below.

All of the comment received on the al-
ternative of affording imported crude oil
entitlements treatment only for ANS
production in excess of PAD V needs was
negative. This position was based partly
on the substantially increased complex-
Ity and perhaps Inequities this alterna-
tive would add to an already complex en-
titlements program. Doubt was expressed
concerning whether such a proposal
would be administratively feasible, in
vLw of uncertainties concerning future
PAD V demand and questions relating to
how ANS production could be segregated
according to ultimate destination .and
tracked through exchange agreements
and complex transportation arrange-
ments to mid-continent refineries. It was
pointed out that the basis for this alter-
native-the similarity between the ex-
tra shioping costs to mid-continent mar-
kets and the difference between the
average foreign crude oil price (less 21
cents) and the average price bf upper
tier crude oil-was merely coincidental
and there was no reason to suppose that
these costs and differentials would re-
main roughly equivalent. Finally. the
proposal was characterized as prema-
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ture, at best, and one which could ba
reexamined In 1978 'or later when actual
PAD V surpluses occur and it becomes
clear whether competitive conditions
will in fact cause prices for on-shore
California heavy crude production to be
unduly depressed.

The general negative reaction to this
alternative was also based on the fact
that its implementation would not pro-
vide any wellhead price relief with re-
spect to the greater share of ANS pro-
duction which is expected to be refined
in PAD V. Accordingly, a substantial ma-
joritv of the comments received on the
question of entitlements treatment fa-
vored extending imported crude oil en-
titlements treatment to all ANS pro-
duction purchased for refining in the
contiguous United States.

Several firms stressed that imposing
upper tier entitlements treatment on
ANS production would produce anoma-
lous and artificial pricing results. The
entitlements value placed on upper tier
crude oil under the allocation regula-
tions presupposes that ,upper tier crude
oil will be sold at or near the average
upper tier ceiling price. Where this is not
the case, the entitlements program could
have an unintended and unfair impact
on crude oil prices. The entitlements
program was designed to equalize refin-
ery crude oil costs, not to control well-
head prices.

Exaressing similar views, other fIrms
argued that since the wellhead price will
be determined by market forces (as
notec? above). PEA should eliminate as
much as possible any unnecessary reg-
ulatory impediment to the efficiency of
the marketolace in this respect.

Comment was also presented indicat-
ing that the depressing impact of upper
tier entitlements treatment on ANS well-
head prices would, over the long run, ex-
ceed the current range of'$1.50 to $2.00
per barrel employed by PEA in the notice
of inquiry. According to this analysis.
an upper tier entitlement value of about
$3.00 per barrel appears inevitable. This
is because ANS crude, which is below
average in quality vis-a-vis other domes-
tic crude, will have the effect of reduc-
ing the average upper tier oil price rela-
tive to the price of imports.

If this entitlement burden were re-
moved from ANS production by treating
it as imported crude oil under the en-
titlements program, one of the major
North Slope producers estimates that the
average ANS wellhead price would be
approximately $7.20 per barrel. This pro-
ducer stated that this price, adjusted to
keep pace with inflation, would provide a
"viable return" on investment in the dis-
co-very and development of the main
Prudhoe Bay Field but that further de-
velopment of the smaller Kuparuk and
Lisburne formation might be uneco-
nomic at that price level. On the other
hand, a wellhead price of $4.20 per bar-
rel would severely affect the existing de-
velopment program and probably pre-
clude further North Slope development
and exploration efforts, according to this
producer's testimony.

In proposing treatment of ANS pro-
duction as imported crude oil for pur-
poses of the entitlements program, FEA
has considered the relationship between
estimated ANS wellhead prices and the
price ceilings afforded under existing
two-tier pricing system as well as the
desirability of further development of
ANS crude oil resources under national
energy goals. As noted in Section A.2,
above, monthly increases in lower tier
crude oil price ceilings have been de-
ferred and upper tier crude oil price ceil-
ings have been reduced temporarily in
order to compensate for excess revenues
resulting from actunl composite price
levels in excess of statutory composite
price limits. If this corrective action is
completed by June 30, 1977, as expected,
and if PEA restores the full inflation-ad-
justed value of these ceiling levels after
June 30 in gradual steps as proposed in
42 FR 13013. March 15, 1977 (e.g., res-
toration limited to the February, 1976,
values of $5.05 and $11.28 per barrel for
lower and upper tier crude oil, respec-
tively, in real dollar terms) an average
lower tier" price of about $5.50 per bar-
rel and an average upper tier price of
about $12.25 per barrel would result in
October, 1977, shortly after ANS pro-
duction begins reaching domestic re-
fineries. At the same time, the statutory
composite price will reach a level of $8.92
per barrel.

It can be seen that the estimated ANS
wellhead price of $7.20 per barrel sup-
plied by producers-i.e., the estimated
price after an amendment to extend for-
eign crude oil entitlements treatment to
ANS production-would be approxi-
mately $5.00 below the average upper
tier price In October, 1977 (as projected
under the assumptions indicated above),
and even about $1.70 below the national
weighted average or composite price
level. As pointed out in Section B.1 above,
PEA's existing regulatory program pro-
vides built-in production incentives by
permitting production commencing after
1972 to be priced at the upper tier level,
without any requirement for cost justi-
fication or rate of return analysis in in-
dividual cases. It therefore appears ap-
propriate to remove unnecessary regula-
tory impediments which might contrib-
ute signiflcantly'to failure to achieve
the pricing levels to which other, simi-
larly situated producers are entitled (to
the extent market conditions permit)
under PEA's existing production incen-
tive policies.

However, PEA also believes it is ap-
propriate to defer a final decision in this
matter until uncertainties concerning
TAPS tariffs are clarified. The TAPS
tariff is, of course, the largest single
variable in determining what the well-
head price will be. FEA is currently us-
ing an estimate of $5.10 per barrel as
the initial charge for movement of ANS
crude oil via pipeline from the wellhead
to Valdez, Alaska, but firmer estimates
must await the filing of tariff chargeg
with the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion by the several firms which own
TAPS.

Under ICC rules, tariffs for services
over newly laid pipelines need not be filed
more than 10 days prior to commence-
ment of such services. However, due to
the complexity of facts and Issues con-
cerning TAPS tariffs, the ICC has re-
quested that initial TAPS tariffs be filed
on not less than 30 days notice.

PEA understands that certain of the
TAPS owners have agreed to comply with
the ICC request. Other owners have made
no response to date. PEA urges all TAPS
owners to comply with these 30-day no-
tice procedures to permit FEA to Issue
final regulations in this matter on a
timely basis. PEA does not propose to
issue final regulations until it has had an
opportunity to examine the Initial tariff
filings of the TAPS owners and the effect
thereof on the analysis supporting pro-
posed FEA regulations amendments.

PEA also received comment from cer-
tain California producers in which special
issues were raised concerning the effect
of ANS production on California crude oil
price and production levels. California
producers generally expressed concern
that ANS production In amounts in ex-
cess of PAD V demand may force reduo-
tion of California crude oil price levels
and adversely affect California produc-
tion. These issues are of considerable
complexity and are further complicated
by variables both within and outside the
scope of this rulemaking. FEA suggests
that affected California producers and
other interested parties readdress these
issues in light of (1) the specific pro-
posals set forth in this notice, assuming
their adoption, (2) FEA's proposals to re-
duce entitlements obligations for lower
tier crude oil produced in California and
Alaska. issued March 7, 1977 (42 FR
15419, March 22, 1977) and (3) that por-
tion of the Administration's energy pro-
gram announced April 20, 1977, propos-
ing legislation to limit production from
Elk Hills Naval Petroleum Reserve to a
ready reserve level, at least until West-
to-East transportation systems for mov-
ing ANS crude oil surplus are In place or
until California refiners have completed
a major refinery retrofit program to en-
able more Alaskan oil to be used in Cali-
fornia.

3. Composite price: exclusion of ANIS
first sales from composite price calcula-
tions. In its notice of inquiry, FEA noted
that section 8(g) of the EPAA requires
the submission of a report to Congress on
April 15. 1977, as to whether the FEA
price and allocation regulations "will pro-
vide positive price incentives for the de-
velopment of" ANS production "without
lessening needed incentives for sustain-
ing or enhancing crude oil productioni in
the remainder of the United States." Be-
cause the statutory composite price limi-
tation applies to nearly all domestic pro-
duction, the inclusion of ANS production
at the upper tier level-or at any other
level above the adjusted statutory com-
posite price-would require an offsetting
reduction in prices applicable to other
controlled domestic production.

Section 8(g) goes on to provide that
if the finding of the report is that the
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then-current maximum weighted aver-
age price is not adequate to prdvide such
positive price incentive for domestic pro-
duction, a proposed regulation amend-
ment may be submitted with the April
15 report (or at a later date) which would
exclude from the statutory composite
price limitation up to two million barrels
per day of crude oil flowing through
TAPS. Any such proposed amendment.
must include a regulation specifying a
ceiling price or prices for such excluded
Alaska production, accompanied by find-
ings justifying the level of the proposed
-ceiling(s), and the average of the pro-
posed ceiling(s) cannot exceed "the
highest actual weighted first sale price
permitted under [PEA regulations] for
significant volumes of any other classi-
fication of domestic crude oil." Such a
proposed amendment is subject to dis-
approval by either house of Congress
during a period of 15 sessional days.

In its report of April 15 to the Con-
gress, PEA -estimated that the ANS well-
head -Price would remain below the ad-
justed statutory composite until at least
June, 1978 (assuming adoption of the en-
titlements amendment proposed here-
in) but that it would likely rise to levels
above the adjusted statutory composite
price thereafter, depending upon the
transportation options that are chosen to
deal with the West Coast surplus and on
the rate at which world oil prices in-
crease. FEA did not include with the
April 15 report a proposed regulation
amendment concerning exclusion of ANS
first sales from the statutory composite
price. (Interested persons may obtain a
copy of this report, entitled "President's
April 15, 1977, Report to Congress on-the
Pricing of ANS Crude Oil," at the PEA
Press Room, Room 3138, 1200 Pennsyl-
vania Avenue NW., Washington, or by
writing to PEA, Office of Communica-
tions and Public Affairs, Publications
Distribution Center, Washington, D.C.
20461. Copies will also be available at
FEA regional offces in San Francisco
and AnchorageS)

PEA -has decided not to take any action
at this time on whether to exclude ANS
wellhead prices from the composite price
calculation, although it in general is of
the view that certainty should be intro-
duced into "future crude oil pricing levels
to the extent that this is possible. Under
the energy policy proposed by the Presi-
dent on April 20, 1977, such certainly
would be introduced by allowing ceiling
prices for various categories -of domestic
crude oil to rise at specified rates not-
withstanding the composite average.
Until that program is developed and Im-
plemented, it is not likely, as pointed out
in-the April 15 report, that ANS wellhead
prices will exceed the composite price
and therefore introduced disruption in
production incentives for other domestic
production.
C. PROPOSED REGULATION -AMENDMENTS

PEA proposes to add a definition of
"Alaska North Slope (ANS) crude oil"
to 10 CFR § 211.62, which makes it clear
that, for Purposes of 10 CPE Part 211,
Subpart C, ANS crude oil is to be a sepa-
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rate category of crude oil for purposes
of the entitlements program and is not
to be considered as upper tier crude oil.

PEA proposes to amend the monthly
reporting requirement contained in
§ 211.66(h) (5), so that, for purposes of
calculation of the entitlement price, It
will be provided with the-information as
to the costs to refiners of ANS crude oil.

An amendment is also proposed to
1 211.67(b) (2) to provide that calcula-
tion of the fractional equivalent of a bar-
rel of deemed old oil to which a barrel
of upper tier crude oil is equal takes into
account the weighted average cost per
barrel to refiners of ANS crude oil.

The provisions of § 211.67(g) (2) as to
certification by a refiner of the volumes
of crude oil sold by It to another firm
following an exchange or matching pur-
chase and sale transaction are proposed
to be amended to conform this subpara-
graph to reflect the pricing categories of
crude oil established by the Energy Pro-
duction and Conservation Act of 1976.

An amendment is proposed to 1211.67
(1) (4), to provide that the formula for
calculation of the entitlement price will
consider the costs to refiners of ANS
crude oil in the same manner as Imports
and other exempt domestic crude oils.

It is also proposed to amend § 211.670)
to provide that non-refiners delivering
crude oil to refiners for processing under
a processing agreement shall separately
identify the volume of ANS crude oil so
delivered. This will provide refiners with
the Information needed as to volumes to
be reported to FEA under 1 211.66(h).

No amendments to Part 212 (pricing
regulations) appear necessary to reflect
the proposals outlined in Section B,
above.

Comment Is requested whether the
foregoing proposed amendments are ade-
quate to Implement today's proposals
and whether additional conforming
amendments may be necessary or ap-
propriate.

D. Comm= PaocEDurw
1. Written Comments. Interested per-

sons are Invited to participate in this
rulemaking by submitting data, views, or
arguments with respect to the proposals
set forth In this notice to Executive
Communications, Federal Energy Ad-
ministration. Comments should be Iden-
tified on the outside envelope and on
documents submitted t6 PEA Executive
Communications with the designation
"Alaska North Slope Crude Oil; Pro-
posed Regulation Amendments," Box
MG. Fifteen copies should be submitted.
All comments received by VEA will be
available for public *inspection in the
PEA Reading Room, Room 2107. Federal
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Ave-
nue NW., between the hours of 8:00 am.
and 4:30 pm., Monday through Friday.

Any information or data considered by
the person furnishing It to be confiden-
tial must be so identified and submitted
in writing, one copy only. The FEA re-
serves the right to determine the confi-
dential status of the information or data
and to treat it according to Its deter-
mination.
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2. Public hearings. (a) Request pro-
cedure. The times and places for the
hearings are indicated in the dates sec-
tion of this preamble. If necessary to
present all testimony, the hearing will be
continued to 9:30 aTm. of the next busi-
ness day following the date of the hear-
ing.

Any person who has an interest in the
proposed amendments Issued today, or
who is a representative of a group or
class of persons that has an interest in
today's proposed amendments, may
make a written request for an oppor-
tunity to make oral presentation. Tho
person making the request should be
prepared to described the interest con-
cerned, if appropriate, to state why he or
she is a proper representative of a group
or class of persons that has such an in-
terest, and to give a. concise summary of
the proposed oral presentation and a
nhone number where he or she may be
contacted through the day before the
hearing.

Each person selected to be heard will
be so notified by the FEA before 4:30
p.m., e.d.t., Tuesday, May 17, 1977 and
must submit 100 copies of his or her
statement to Regulations Management,
Room 2214, 2000 M Street NW., Wash-

. ington, D.C, before 4:30 p.m., e.d.t., on
Tuesday, May 24, 1977.

(b) Conduct of the hearings. The PEA
reserves the right to select the peisons to
be heard at these hearings, to schedule
their respective presentations, and to es-
tablish the procedures governing the con-
duct of the hearings. The length of each
presentation may be limited, based on
the number of persons requesting to be
heard.

An FEA ofrcial will be designated to
preside at the hearings, which will not be
Judicial or evidentiary-type hearings.
Questions may be asked only by those
conducting the hearings, and there will
be no cross-examination of persons pre-
senting statements. Any decision made
by the FEA with respect to the subject
matter of the hearings will be based on
all information available to the PEA. At
the conclusion of all initial oral state-
ments, each person who has made an
oral statement will be given the oppor-
tunity, if he so desires, to make a rebut-
tal statement. The rebuttal statements
will be gizn In the order in which the
initial statements were made and will be
subject to time limitations.

Any interested person may submit
questions to be asked of any person mak-
ing a statement at the hearings. Such
questions must be submitted to the ad-
dress indicated above for requests to
speak, for the location concerned, before
4:30 p.m., e.d.t., Thursday, May 19, 1977.
Any person who wishes to ask a ques-
tion at the hearings may submit the
question, in writing, to the presiding
officer. The EA. or the presiding officer,
if the question is submitted at the hear-
ings, will determine whether the question
is relevant, and whether the time limita-
tions permit to be presented for answer.

Any further procedural rules needed
for the proper conduct of the hearings
will be announced by the presiding of-
flcer.
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A transcript of the hearings will be
made and the entire record of the hear-
ings, including the transcripts, will be
retained by the FEA and made available
for inspection at the Freedom of Infor-
mation Office, Room 2107, Federal Build-
ing, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C., between the hours of
8: 00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
.Friday. Any person may purchase a copy
of the transcript from the reporter.

In the event that it becomes necessary
for the FEA to cancel a hearing, PEA will
make every effort to publish advance no-
tice in the FEDERAL REGISTER of such can-
cellation. Moreover, PEA will notify all
persons scheduled to testify at the hear-
ings. However, it is not possible for FEA
to give actual notice of cancellations or
changes to persons not identified to FEA
as participants. Accordingly, persons de-
siring to attend a hearing are advised to
contact PEA on the last working day
preceding the date of the hearing to con-
firm that it will be held as scheduled.

E. OTHER MATTERS

The PEA has determined that this doe-
ument contains a major proposal ie-
quiring preparation of an Inflation Im-
pact Statement under Executive Order
11821 and OMB Circular A-107. An In-
flation Impact Statement is in prepara-
tion and will be available shortly.

As required by section 7(c) (2) of the
Federal Energy Administration Act of
1974, Pub, L. 93-275, a copy of this notice
has been submitted to the Administra-
tor of the Environmental Protection
Agency for his comments concerning the
Impact of this proposal on the quality of
the environment. The Administrator had
no comments on this proposal.
(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of
1973, Pub. L. 93-159, as amended, Pub. L.
93-511, Pub. L. 94-99, Pub. L-94-133, Pub. L.
94-163, and Pub. L. 94-385; Federal Energy
Administration Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-275,
as amended, Pub. L. 94-385; Energy Policy
and Conservation Act, Pub. L. 94-163, as
amended, Pub. L. 94-385; E.O. 11790; 39 FR
23185.)

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend Parts 211 and 212 of
Chapter II, Title 10 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, as set forth below.

Issued in Washington, D.C., April 30,
1977.

ERrc J. FYGI,
Acting General Counsel,

Federal Energy Administration.

1. Section 211.62 is amended by add-
ing a new definition of "Alaska North
Slope. (ANS) crude oil" in appropriate
alphabetical order to read as follows:
§ 211.62 Definitions.

"Alaska North Slope (ANS) crude oil"
means crude oil produced and sold from
properties located on the northern slope
of the State of Alaska and, for purposes
of this subpart, such crude oil shall not
be considered as upper tier crude oil, as
that term Is hereinafter defined.
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2. Section 211.66 is amended by revis-
ing subparagraph (h) (5) to read as fol-
lows:
§ 211.66 Reporting requirements.

S * * S St

(h) Monthly report. * * *
(5) The weighted average costs for

that refiner (including transportation
costs to the refinery) of old oil, upper
tier crude oil, ANS crude oil, stripper
well crude oil (as defined in Part 212 of
this chapter), other domestic crude oils
the first sale of which is exempt from the
provisions of Part 212 of this chapter,
and imported crude oil included in that
refiner's crude oil receipts. For refiners
required to file transfer pricing report
forms under § 212.84 of this chapter, the
weighted average cost of imported crude
oil reported under this subparagraph
shall be derived from the landed costs set
forth in such relorts.

3. Section 211.67 is amended by revis-
ing subparagraph (b) (2), subparagraph
(g) (2), subparagraph (D (4) and para-
graph (1) to read as follows:
§ 211.67 Allocation of domestic crude

oil.
* * * * *

(b) Required purchase of entitlements
by refiners. * * *

(2) To calculate the number of bar-
rels of deemed old oil included in a re-
flner's adjusted crude oil receipts for
purposes of the definition of national
domestic crude oil supply ratio in § 211.62
of this subpart, paragraph (b) (1) of this
section and paragraph (c) of this sec-
tion, each barrel of old ofl shall be equal
to one barrel of deemed old oil and each
of upper tier crude oil shall constitute
that fraction of a barrel of deemed old
oil the numerator of which is equal to
the reported weighted average cost per
barrel to refiners of ANS crude oil, im-
ported crude oil, stripper well crude oil
(as defined in Part 212 of this chapter)
and other domestic crude oils the first
sale of which is exempt from the provi-
sions of Part 212 of this chapter for that
month, less the sum of 21 cents and
such weighted average cost per barrel to
re'rners of upper tier crude oil, and the
denominator of which is the entitlement
price for that month.

* * * * $

(g) Exchanget- of crude oil. ***
(2) Subject to the provisions of para-

graph (g) (3) below, volumes of domestic
crude oil deemed to be retained by a re-
finer under the provisions of paragraph
(g) (1) above shall be (I) included in
'that refiner's crude oil receipts at the
time the crude oil acquired pursuant to
the related exchange or purchase and
sale transaction constitutes a crude oil
receipt under § 211.62 of this subpart to
that refiner, or (ii) certified as old oil,
upper tier crude oil, ANS crude oil, strip-
per well crude oil (as defined in Part 212
of this chapter), or any other domestic
crude oil the first sale of which is rex-
empt firom the provisions of Part 212 of

this chapter, as the case may be, under
the provisions of § 212.131 of Part 212
when the crude oil acquired pursuant to
the related exchange or purchase and
sale transaction is sold to another firm.

- * * * S

(I) Issuance and transfer of entitle-
ments. * * *

(4) The price at which entitlements
shall be sold and purchased shall be
fixed by the FEA for each month and
shall be the exact differential between
the weighted average cost per barrel to
refiners of old oil and such weighted
average cost of imported crude oil, ANS
crude oil, stripper well crude oil (as de-
fined in Part 212 of this chapter) and
other domestic crude oils the first sale
of which Is exempt from the provisions of
Part 212 of this chapter, less 21 cents,
'such costs to be equivalent to the deli-
vered costs to the refinery.

• * * * S

(1) Certification by non-reftners.
Within twenty-eight (28) days follow-
ing each month, commencing with the
month of September 1976, each firm
other than a refiner that has delivered
crude oil to a refiner for processing for
the account of such firm pursuant to a
processing agreement in that month shall
certify to that refiner the respective vol-
umes of and that firm's costs for old oil,
upper tier crude oil, ANS crude oil, strip-
per well crude oil (as defined in Part 212
of this chapter), other domestic crude
oils the first sale of which Is exempt
from Part 212 of this chapter, and Im-
ported crude oil contained In the crude
oil so delivered to that refiner.

* * S * *

[FR Doc.77-13006 Filed 5-3-77;1:23 pm]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

E 12 CFR Part 220 ]
[Reg. T; Docket No. R-0054]

CREDIT TO EXCHANGE SPECIALISTS
AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: This revision of a proposed
amendment to the rule governing credit
to exchange specialists, which was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
December 21, 1976 (41 FR 55552), con-
tains changes based upon conments
received on the December 21, 1976 pro-
posal. As revised, the proposal will
permit options specialists to both pur-
chase and sell short stock -underlying
the options in which they specialize, with
a 25 percent margin requirement, No
maintenance requirement Is imposed in
this revision unless the account, If sold
out, would have an unsecured debit
balance. The proposed amendment also
recognizes new exchange rules approved
by the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion which allow trading in puts and
calls 'by specialists on their specialty
stock and provides comparable relief for
such hedging activities.
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DATE: Comments must be received-on
or before May 31, 1977.
ADDRESS: Secretary, Board of Gover-
nors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551. All material
submitted should be in writing and
should include the docket number R-
0054.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Laura Homer, Chief Attorney, Securi-
ties Credit Regulation, Division of
Banking Supervision and Regulation,

- Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, Washington, D.C.
20551 (202-452-2782).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The December 21, 1976 proposal was in-
tended to assist option specialists in
performing their market making func-
tions by permitting them, in certain
circumstances, to purchase or sell short,
on preferential credit terms, the securi-
ties underlying the options in which they
specialize. The revised proposal would
broaden the scope of permitted offset
transactions and extend comparable
relief to non-opti6n specialists by per-
mitting them to purchase or write
options, on special credit terms, as a
hedge for their specialty positions. The
addition relating to non-option special-
ists was made in response to comments
which noted that the Securities and Ex-
change Commission had recently
approved rule changes of some regional
securities exchanges which, for the first
time, will permit equity specialists on
those exchanges to take positions in
related options.

The revised proposal eliminates refer-
ences to the general account and thereby
sim aplifies the calculations the carrying
broker must make. Net short or long
positions in the specialty security may be
margined on a good faith basis.

The original proposal required that
additional margin must be provided on
any day when a security position estab-
lished-as a permitted offset transaction
no loriger served that function. The re-
vised proposal allows a five day period
for the specialist to either establish a
new position to utilize the permitted off-
set transaction, liquidate the position, or
margin it in accordance with current
margin requirements of a general
account. The original proposal estab-
lished a daily maintenance requirement
in certain circumstances. No main-
tenance requirements are established in
the revision of the proposed rule; how-
ever, on any day when an unsecured
debit balance would remain if all posi-
tions in the account were liquidated, the
proposal requires that a margin call must
be made and met on the next business
day.

To aid in the consideration of this
material by the Board, interested per-
sons are invited to submit relevant data,
views, comments, or arguments. Any
such material should -be submitted in
writing-to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve. System,

Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received
not later than May 31, 1977. All material
submitted should include the docket
number R-0054. Such information will
be made available for inspection and
copying upon request except as provided
in § 261:6(a) of the Board's Rules Re-
ghrding Availability of Information (12
CFR 261.6(a)).

Pursuant to sections 7 and 23 of the
Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, as
,amended (15 U.S.C. 78 g and w) the
Board proposes to amend 12 CFZR Part
220 as follows:
§ 220.4 Special accounts.

(g) Specialist's account. (1) In a
specialist's account, a creditor may ef-
fect and finance for any member of a
reporting national securities exchange
who is registered and acts as a specialist
in securities on the exchange, such mem-
ber's transactions as a specialist In such
securities, or effect and finance for any
joint venture In which the creditor par-
ticipates, transactions in securities of an
Issue with respect to which all partici-
pants, or all participants other than the
creditor, are registered and act on a na-
tional securities exchange as specialists.
(Such transactions are referred to in
this paragraph as "specialist trans-
actions.") Specialist transactions may be
financed on terms mutually agreeable to
the creditor and the specialist: Provided,
That the securities in which the special-
ist is registered while serving as collat-
eral in the account may be valued at
no more than 100 percent of their cur-
rent market value and the debit required
for short positions in such securities held
in the account shall be not less than 100
percent of the current market value of
either the securities sold short or the
options written.

(2) In this account a specialist in
options on a national securities exchange
is permitted to establish a long or short
position in the securities underlying the
options in which such member is regis-
tered and acts as a specialist, and a spe-
cialist in securities on a national securi-
ties exchange is permitted to purchase or
write options overlying the securities in
which such member is registered and
acts as a specialist only under one or
more of the following conditions (such,
transactions are referred to in this para-
graph as -"permitted offet trans-
actions") :,

(I) The account holds short positions
in options in which the member is reg-
istered and acts as a specialist which are
"in or at the money" but only to the
extent the positions are not offset in the
account by long or short positions in
options for an equal or greater number
of shares of the same underlying securi-
ties which are "in or at the money";

(ii) The account holds long positions
in options in which the member Is regis-
tered and acts as a specialist which are
"in or at the money" but only to the ex-
tent the positions are not offset in the
account by short or long positions in
options for an equal or greater number

of shares of the same underlying se-
curities which are "in or at the money";

(ill) The account held a short posi-
tion in an option against which an ex-
ercise notice was tendered;

(iv) The account held a long position
in an option which was exercised;

(v) The account holds net long posi-
tions in securities (other than options)
in which the member is registered and
acts as a specialist; or

(vi) The account holds net short posi-
tions in securities (other than options) in
which the member is registered and acts
as a specialist.

(3) The maximum loan value of mar-
gin securities In such account including
any wholly owned margin securities de-
posited as additional collateral in the
account shall be:

(1) Such maximum loan value as the
Board shall prescribe from time to time
in § 220.8 (the Supplement to Regulation
T) where (A) the security Is-ldentified
as held for investment pursuant to a
rule of the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue (Regs. section 1-1236-7(d)), or
(B) the security is an underlying security
or an overlying option, no longer serving
as a permitted offset, on which a deposit
has been required pursuant to paragraph
(g) (6) of this section.

(1) '75 percent of the current market
value of an underlying security or an
overlying option that is purchased and
held in the account under the terms of
paragraph (g) (2) of this section and
for five full business days thereafter.

(i1) The maximum loan value as de-
termined by the creditor in good faith
for all other margin securities held in
the account.

(4) The amount to be included in the
adjusted debit balance of the account
shall be:

(i) A good faith deposit for short posi-
tions qualifying as specialist transac-
tions.

(it) 125 pecent of the current market
value of the security sold short or the
option written and held in the account
under the terms of paragraph (g) (2) of
this section and for five full business days
thereafter.

(Ill) The current market value of the
security sold short or the option written
plus such amount as the Board shall pre-
scribe from time to time in § 220.8 (the
Supplement to Regulation T) when the
security is an underlying security or an
overlying option, no longer serving as a
permitted offset, on which adeposit has
been required pursuant to paragraph (g)
(6) of this section.

(5) Except as required by paragraph
(g) (7), on any day when additionalmar-
gin is required as a result of transactions
in the account, the creditor shall issue
a call fdr an additional deposit of cash
or margin securities and allow the spe-
cialist a maximum of five full business
days to make a deposit syfficient to meet
the call.

(6) On any day when the account of
an option specialist no longer holds an
option position against which the under-
lying security permitted to be purchased
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or sold short In the account under the
terms of paragraph (g) (2) of this section
can be offset., or when the account of a

.security specialist no longer holds secu-
rity positions against which the overly-
ing option permitted to be purchased or
written in the account under the terms
of paragraph (g) (2) of this section can
be offset, the creditor shall have five
full business days to either liquidate the
position or obtain a deposit into the
account of cash or securities equal to the
deposit that would be required to estab-
lish such a position in the general ac-
count, reduced by a sum equal to 25 per-
cent of the current market value of the
security. The liquidation or deposit re-
quirement need not be met if a new off-
setting position is established in the in-
terim.

(7) Any credit initially extended in
conformity with this paragraph may be
maintained on a basis mutually agree-
able to the creditor and the specialist,
except that on any day when the account

-would liquidate to a deficit, the creditor
shall not extend any further credit in
the account, and shall issue a call for
additional collateral which shall be met
by noon of the following business day.
In the event sufficient collateral is not
deposited in the account the creditor
shall take steps to liquidate promptly
existing positions in the account.

(8) For the purpose of this paragraph:
(I) A "reporting national securities ex-
change" is a national securities exchange
which submits to the Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System reports
suitable for supplying current informa-
tion regarding specialists' use of credit
pursuant to this paragraph (g).

(ii) The term "Joint venture" does not
'include any account which, by written
agreement with a creditor, permits the
commingling of the security positions of
a specialist or a specialist unit with
those of other specialists or specialist
units unless such agreement provides for
a sharing of profits and losses from the
account on some predetermined ratio;

(111) The term "underlying security"
means the security which will be de-
livered upon exercise of the option;

(v) The term "overlying option"
means (a) a put option purchased or
a call option written against an existing
long position In the specialist's account,
or (b) a call option purchased or a put
option written against an existing short
position in the specialist's account;

(v) The term "in or at the money"
means, with respect to a call option,
that the current market price of the
underlying security is not more than 5
per cent below the exercise price of the
option, and, with respect to a put option,
the current market price of the under-
lying security is not more than 5 per cent
above the exercise price of the option.

By order of the Board of Governors,
April 27,1977.

THEODORE E. ALLISON,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Do00.7-12856 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

PROPOSED RULES

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ]
[Docket No. 16746]

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Societe Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(S.N.I.A.S.) Mod'i SA341G "Gazelle"
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rule mak-
ing.
SUMMARY: This notice proposes to add
an Airworthiness Directive that would
require inspection of landing gear mem-
bers for corrosion, additional corrosion
protection measures, and replacement of
the members, as necessary, on So-
ciete Nationfale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(S.N.A.I.S.) Model SA 341G "Gazelle"
helicopters to preclude possible failure of
the landing gear.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before: June 20, 1977.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Office of the Chief Counsel, Attn:
Rules Docket (AGC-24) Docket No. 800
Independence Avenue SW., Washington,
D.C.- 20591. The applicable service bul-
letin may be obtained from: Aerospatiale
Helicopter Corporation, 1701 W. Mar-
shall Drive, Grand Prairie, Texas 75050,
214-264-3421.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

M. E. Gaydos, Aircraft Certification
Staff, AEU-100, Europe-Africa and
Middle East Region, Federal Aviation
Administration c/o Americdn Em-
bassy, Brussels, Belgiufn, Telephone
513.38.30.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Interested persons are invited to partici-
pate in the making of the proposed rule
by submitting such written data, views,
or arguments as -they may desire. Com-
munications should identify the docket
number and be submitted in duplicate to
the address specified above. All com-
munications received on or before the
date specified above will be considered
by the Administrator before taking ac-
tion upon the proposed rule.' The pro-
posals contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments will be available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested persons. A
report summarizing each FAA-public
contact, concerned with the substance
of the proposed AD, will be filed in the
Rules Docket.

Corrosion has been found in the crqss-
beams and arches of certain skid-type
landing gear installed on S.N.I.A.s.
Model SA 34 1G helicopters which could
result in failure of fhe gear and serious
damage to the helicopter. Since this con-

dition Is likely to exist or develop In other
helicopters of the same type design, the
proposed airworthiness directive would
require inspection of landing gear mem-
bers for corrosion, replacement of land-
ing gear members, as necessary, and ad-
ditional corrosion-protection measures
for the landing gear.

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Mr. M. E. Gaydos, Europe,
Africa, and Middle East Region, Mr.,
F. H. Kelley, Flight Standards Service,
and Mr. S. Podberesky, Office of the
Chief Counsel.

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration proposes to amend § 39.13
of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the
following new Airworthiness Directive:
SocIEr NATIONALr 1u EsTrILLn Arnosam-
TxA= (S. .S.).

Applies to Model SA341G "Gazollo" heli-
copters, certificated in all cattgori0,
equipped with any of the following land-
Ing gear:

LOW-SID, LOW-FREQUECY LANfDING GEAR

PINS 341A.41.5200.00 to .04 not incorporat-
ing Mod. AMS 07.1349-S. 371. P/Ns 341A.-
41.5200.05 to .11 Incorporating Mod. AMS
07.1349 but not Incorporating Mod, AM8
07.1578-S.440.

HIGH-SKID, LOW-FREQUENCY LANDING OEAi

P/N 341A.41.5300.00 not incorporating Mod,
AMS 07.1350, PINs 341AA1.5300.01 to ,A
incorporating Mod. AMS 07.1360 but not
incorporating Mod. AlAS 07.1579.
Compliance is required within the next

500 hours time in service after the effective
date of this AD, but not later than January
31, 1978.

To prevent possible excessive corrosion ro-
move the landing gear, inspect for corrosion,
and'if corrosion Is found, replace, or turn
180* and thereafter replace, the landing gcar
members, as necessary and reinstall all in
accordance with Paragraph C of "Gazolle"
Service Bulletin No. 01,10 dated September 12,
1975, and the Model SA 341 "GAzoUo" Repair
Manual or an FAA approved equivalent.
(S~cs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (40,U.S.0. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423): sec. 6(o), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(o)). 14
CFR 11.85.)

No.--The F ederal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document doe
not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact State-
ment under Executive Order 11821, as
amended by Executive Order 11049, and OMD
Circular A-107.

Issued in Washington D.C. on April 25,
1977.

J. A. IERnARESE,
Acting Director,

Flitght Standards ServicC.

[FR Doc.7T-12940 Filed 5-4-7718:45 aml

[ 14 CFR Part 152 ]
[Docket No. 16419: Notice No. 77-11

AIRPORT AND AIRWAY DEVELOPMENT
ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1976: CIVIL
RIGHTS

Reopening of Comment Period
AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA), DOT.
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ACTION: Notice reopening comment
period.
6UNMARY: This notice reopens the
period for submission of comments in re-
sPonse to Notice 77-1. Reopening 'the
comment .period will allow additional
persons and organizations to submit their
comments to tthe docket. This action was
requested by several interested persons
and organizations needing additional
time to- prepare and submit their com-
ments.
ADDRESSES: 'Send comments on the
proposal in duplicate tor Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Office of the Chief
Counsel, Attn: Rules lbocket (AGC-24),
Docket No. 16419, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Peter T. Gourdouros. Program Re-
quirements Branch (AAP-650), De-
velopment Programs Division, Office of
Airports Programs, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 202-
426-3857.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Notice 77-1 was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER on January 13, 1977 (42 FR
2850). The notice invited interested per-
sons to comment on a proposal to amend
Part 152 of the Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations. The proposal would implement
section 30 of the Airport and Airway De-
velopment Act (49 U.S.C. 1730) to as-
sure that no person is excluded on the
grounds of race, creed, color, national
origin, or sex from participating in any
project for airport development, airport
master planning, or airport system plan-
ning conducted with funds received from
a grant made under Part 152. The pro-
posal also would require sponsors of proj-
ects for airport development to take
affirmative action to ensure that minori-
ties and minority businesses have a fair
opportunity to participate in employ-
ment, in leasing opportunities, and in
contractual opportunities which arise in
connection with those projects.

By letter dated April 8, 1977, Mfr. Jackie
H. Stephenson of the Brunswick Co. Air-
port Commission, Southport, N.C., re-
quested an extension of the comment
period for Notice 77-1 through May 20,
1977. This additional time is needed to
permit members of the commission to as-
semble, discuss the proposal, and sub-
mit their comments to Docket 16419.

In addition, by telegram dated April 14,
1977, and by letter dated April 14, 1977,
the American Association of Airport Ex-
ecutives (AAAE) and the Raleigh-Dur-
ham, North Carolina, Airport Authority
requested that the comment period for
Notice 77-1 be extended for a period of
not less than 30 days after conclusion of
an AAAE conference to be held on May
1-4, 1977. This extension would permit
AAAE members to discuss the proposal
at the conference and to submit their
comments to-the docket.

In light of these requests and in recog-
nition of the complexity of Notice 77-1,

the FAA concludes that reopening the
comment period would be appropriate.
However, since one extension of the com-
ment period already has been granted,
the FAA believes that It would be inap-
propriate to grant an extension beyond
May 20. 1977. Therefore, the period for
submission of comments is hereby re-
opened and will close on May 20, 1977.
All comments received after January 13,
1977, and on or before May 20, 1977, will
be considered by the Administrator be-
fore taking action on the proposed rule.

The principal authors of this docu-
ment are Peter T. Gourdouros, Office of
Airports Programs, and Danvers E. Long,
Office of the Chief Counsel.
(See. 30. Airport nnd Airway Development
Act of 1970 (49 U.S.C. 1730); Sec. 1.47(f) (1).
Regulations of the Office or the Secretary of
Transportation (49 CFR 1.47(f) (1)); Sec. 11.-
45, Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
11.45))

The Federal Aviation Administration
has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an. Economic Impact
Statement under Executive Order 11821,
as amended by Executive Order 11949,
and OMB Circular A-107.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 2.
1977.

JosErP A. FostER,
Assistant Administrator,

Offce of Airports Programs.
[FR Doc.77-12903 Fied 5-4-77;8:45 aml

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[16CFRPart2]

NONADJUDICATIVE PROCEDURES
Disclosure of Names of Complainants

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTIONS: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: This proposed rule would
protect the identity of those persons who
communicate to the Commission in con-
fidence about suspected violations of law
while permitting the Commisslon to re-
fer certain complaints to other govern-
ment agencies, including state and local
agencies, and to the company com-
plained about. The Commission thereby
hopes to encourage the just settlement
of consumer disputes while protecting
the identity of those complainants, par-
ticularly non-consumer complainants,
where indications exist that confiden-
tiality is expected.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 6, 1977.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be ad-
dressed as follows: Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, 6th Street and Penn-
sylvania Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C.
20580. All comments received will be
available for public inspection at the
above address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Barry R. Rubin, Office of the General
Counsel, Federal Trade Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20580, 202-523-3865.

Accordingly, It is proposed that 16
CFR 2.2(d) be amended to read as fol-
lows:
§ 2.2 Requct for Commission action.

(d) In order to permit the public to
advise the Commission of suspected law
violations without fear of private sanc-
tion, it is the general Commission policy
not to publish or divulge the name of an
applicant or complaining party, except
as required by law or by the Commis-
slon's rules: Provided, hzowever, That
where a complaint by a consumer or con-
sumer representative concerns a specific
consumer product or service, the Com-
mission, in the course of a referral of the
complaint or of an investigation, may
disclose the Identity of the complainant
or complainants to other government of-
flcials or to producers or sellers of the
products or services. In determining
whether to make such disclosure in a
specific case, the Commission will take
into account any circumstantial or direct
indications of an expectation of confi-
dentiality on the complainants part. In
referring any such consumer complaint,
the Commission specifically retains its
right to take such action as it deems ap-
propriate in the public interest and un-
der any of the statutes which it admin-
isters.
(15 U.S.C. 46(g).)

By direction of the Commission dated
April 20, 1977.

JOHN P. DUCssr,
Acting Secretary.

IFU Dcc.T7-12836 Piled 5-4--778:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[18CFRPart35]
[Docket No. RM17-29l

FLUNG OF RATE SCHEDULES
Fuel Adjustment Provisions

Apr, 26,1977-
AGENCY: FederalPower Commission.
ACTION: Termination of Rulemaking
Proposal.
SUMMARY: On June 17, 1975, the Com-
mission issued a proposed rulemaking to
amend the Commission's Regulations for
the purpose of affording additional pro-
tection against Possible abuse in the ad-
ministration of fuel adjustment clauses
in FPC rate schedules. As field audits
conducted by the Commission's staff fol-
lowing the issuance of the notice of the
proposed rulemaking did not reveal any
substantial overcharges and in view of
the conspicuous absence of specific alle-
gations by respondents of abuses in the
administration of the fuel adjustment
clause, the Commisson decided to ter-
minate the rulemaking and to continue
to monitor for abuse in the procurement
of fuel and in the administration of fuel
adjustment clauses through investigative
procedures by the Commission staff.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 26.1977.
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FOR F-URTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Lilo Schifter, Office of General Coun-
sel, 275-4275.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission on June 17, 1975, is-
sued notice of a proposal to amend
§ 35.14 of its Regulations under the Fed-
eral Power Act. The notice was published
in the FEDERAL REGIsTER on June 25,
1975 (40 FR 26617). Generally stated, the
changes would require, as a condition to
including a fuel adjustment clause in an
FPC rate schedule, that a utility agree
that all amounts collected under its fuel
clause would be subject to refund. The
utilities subject to the requirements of
the proposed rule would also be required
to file semi-annual reports with the
Commission containing detailed compu-
tations which clearly show the deriva-
tion of the fuel adjustment factor to be
applied to each affected wholesale cus-
tomer for each month of the six month
period. The proposed revisions to the
Regulations incororate an existing fuel
clause requirement and require the sub-
mission of all contracts related to fos-
sil and nuclear fuel procurements, elec-
tric power purchase agreements not
otherwise on file with the Commission.
asr well as detailed additional data and
Information relative to fuel procurement
and fuel usage practices that would en-
able the Commission to evaluate the
propriety of any proposed change under
the fuel clause. For the reasons stated
herein, the Commission will terminate
the rulemaking proposed-in Docket No.
RM75-29.

There were 68 responses to the Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking,' including re-
sponses frcm 49 investor-owned utilities.
three investor-owned service companies,
the Edison Electric Institute, the City of
Cuyahoga Falls, two law firms,2 one en-
gineering company,3 the American Public
Power Association, two accounting firms,
the Council on Wage and Price Stabili-
ty, and seven fuel suppliers. In general,
the 49 investor-owned utilities, the three
Investor-own.ed service companies. Edi-
son Electric Institute, the two account-
ing firms, and the seven fuel suppliers
opposed the proposed change, while the
City of Cuyahoga Falls, the two law
firns, the engineering company, the
American Public Power Association. and
the Council on Wage and Price Stability
were in favor of the proposal.
I. SUMMARY OF COMMTENTS IN OPPOSITON

TO THE PROPOSAL
The comments -of most of the respond-

ents opposed to the rulemaking pro-
posal may be categorized under the fol-
lowing five objections:

'See Attachment A for a complete list
of parties submitting written comments.

2Spiegel and Mcliarmid representing 176
municipally and cooperatively owned systems
and Duncan. Allen and vitdheli representing
151 municipally owned systems.

3 Southern Engineering Company repre-
senting 17 rural electric cooperative organi-
zations.

1. Most of the information to be sup-
plied pursuant to the rulemaking is al-
ready available to-the Commission. The
Commission's present monitoring, audit-
ing and investigative techiiques are
adequate to assure that fuel costs are
prudently incurred and that fuel ad-
justment clauses are properly adminis-
tered.

2. The cost, time, and effort necessary
to fulfill the, reporting requirements of
the proposal are objectionable, and the
burdens of compliance will far exceed
any benefits which may be realized.

3. Decisions relating to fuel use pat-
terns are best made by the technical ex-
perts charged with the responsibility for
making such judgments on a minute-to-
minute basis. Therefore, decisions rela-
tive to fuel pr9curement practices may
only be judged on the facts known and
existing at the time decisions are made,
and not on hindsight.

4. Fuel procurement contracts are of a
confidential or proprietary nature, and
public disclosure of such contracts and
material related thereto will reduce or
eliminate competition and thus result in
higher fuel costs.

5. The refund provision of the rule-
making will further deteriorate the in-
tegrity of utilities' earnings and will re-
ftrict their ability to raise additional
capital, including long term debt, pre-
ferred stock, and common equity, and
might precipitate a downgrading of
utility bonds.

II. DzscRnTioN oF COMrNTS IN
OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSAL -

Most of the respondents raising the
first objection, supra, stated that the
submittal of the requested data would
not provide any additional protection to
the public. They argued that a reason-
able audit or evaluation cannot be made
of the records proposed to be filed with
the Commission, because they will have
been separated from the context of in-
terrelated detailed accounting and au-
diting records which a company keeps.
Moreover, they noted that the data in
question is already available to Commis-
sion auditors in a format which does al-
low an inspection of these records to be
made in conjunction with a review of a
company's full records. The respondent
utilities pointed out that the information
to be supplied pursuant to the proposal
is already supplied in Forms 4,5. 12EI, 23
and 423 (monthly reports); Form 23A
(quarterly report; and Forms 1, 12, 12F
and 67 (annual reports.) The utilities
also referred to the information required
by Section 35.14 as amended by Order
No. 517. They argued that the data thus
supplied, if used in conjunction with the
five-monitoring techniques cited in tb .

proposed rulemaking, should be suffi-
cient to ensure that customers are not
charged more than actual fuel costs
which are prudently incurred.

Most of the respondents raising the
second objection, supra, argued that the
man-hours and sheer mass of paper nec-
essary to fulfill the proposed reporting
requirements would render compliance
costly and onerous. The comments of

one utility' are typical. The utility ob-
served that the Issuance of Order No.
517 5 removes any question that conform-
ing fuel adjustment clauses are proper to
jurisdictional customers. It would ap-
pear, then, that the only subjects of re-
view are proper administration and prti-
dently incurred costs. The utility con-
cluded, "It is our Judgment that the
proposed regulations -will not answer
either of those questions, but will simply
add 'another voluminous reporting re-
quirement which would be unduly bur-
densome and would result in a substan-
tial increase in the cost of administrative,
general, and regulatory expenses."

Nearly every respondent utility ob-
jected to submitting the data in question
to customers and state commissions, cit-
ing the questionable legality of the re-
quirement as well as raising doubts about
these parties' interest in the data or
even their capacity to evaluate them,

The respondents subscribing to the
third objection, supra, pointed out that
the type and quality of fuel which may
be burned during any period (and which
must therefore be kept on hand to assure
system reliability) Is dependent upon a
number of factors beyond the control or
prediction of a utility. Such factors in-
cluded weather, forced outages, energy
from hydro-electric generation, availa-
bility of economy purchases, and natural
gas curtailment levels. Moreover, the re-
spondents averred, factors other than
price (e.g., quality and ability of a sup-
plier to deliver) enter into a purchase
decision.

In light of the difficulty of obtaining
accurate forecasts of fuel use patterns,
the respondents argued that after-the-
fact judgments on the prudence of fuel
purchases cannot be entirely fair, or
even very pertinent.

One filing requirement in the proposed
rulemaking is designed to discover
whether a utility has used the most ef-
ficient methods in loading generating
units so as to produce energy at the
lowest possible cost. The respondents re-
jected the inference therein that utilities
have neither the incentive nor the desire
to Implement the most efficient methods
in the loading process. They pointed out
that generating units and plants are
loaded in the most efficient manner on
an hour-by-hour basis by a highly com-
plex and sophisticated procedure. The
loading procedure is based on the avail-
abilities of units, fuel, and economy
energy, on operating costs, load require-
ments, and many other factors. They
therefore argued that any monthly sta-
tistical information on energy generated
and on the cost of fuel therefor would
carry no meaning in a after-the-fact
evaluation of loading efficiency.

Protests against public disclosure of
fuel procurement contracts (fourth ob-
Jection, supra) raised a number of issues.
Several fuel suppliers questioned the
legality of such a requirement, One fuel

Arkansas Power and Light Company,
GFuel Adjustment Clauses in Wholesale

Rate Schedules, Docket No. R-479, Order
No. 517 issued November 13, 1074.
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supplier' wrote that the information
contained in fuel procurement con-
tracts represents lextremely sensitive
commercial information and comes
within the "trade secrets" exemption of
the Freedom of Information Act. Under
the theory, any required filing of such
information without -stringent proprie-
tiry protection "may well constitute a
taking without due process of law or just
compensation.". Some fuel suppliers argued that the
requirement to make the information
available to jurisdictional customers ex-
ceeds the Commission's statutory au-
thority, because the requirement could
result in indirect, de facto regulation of
industries not otherwise subject to Com-
mission jurisdiction. In addition, there
was general concern that making fuel
procurement contracts and related mat-
ters available to customers and state
commissions might result in the release
of information about pricing practices,
,the exposure of which, while perhaps not
in violation of the letter of the law,
would appear inconsistent with anti-
trust policies.

While some of the respondent utilities
also questioned the Commission's au-
thoritY to require the submittal of fuel
procurdment data, the utilities' most
prevalent objection concerned the al-
leged reduction or elimination of com-
petition resulting from public dis-
closure of such data. The utilities argued
that the -ability of a utility to maintain
the confidentiality of the details of its
negotiations with individual vendors is
the principal method by which the com-
pany can take advantage of the competi-
tion which exists between vendors. The

-utilities alleged that making fuel pro-
curement documents public would virtu-
ally eliminate competitive bidding on the
open market and would cause the price
of fuel to increase and be "fixed" at the
highest possible level. The result would
be an increase in the cost of fuel for
both retail and wholesale customers. One
utility- quoted the court in Alabama
Power Company v.FPC, 511 F. 2d 383.391
(1974):

In markets characterized by few, sellers.
secret shading of announcedprices may pro-
vide the only form. of price competition.
publicizing transaction prices will chill price
competition by foreclosing any opportunity
fo" a seller to lower his price without fear
of detection and retaliation by rivals. The
chilling effect flows from publicity itself and
does not depend upon who collects or dis-
seminates the information * * *

The arguments of respondents raising
the fifth objection, supra, were based on
opposition to the refund provision of the
proposed rulemaking.

Many 'of the respondents expressed
doubt that the revenue billed subject to
refund could be included for bond inden-
ture and. preferred stock-coverage cal-
culations. They stated that at the very
least a footnote disclosing all revenues
subject to refund would be required on

GAllied-General Nuclear Services.
- Virginia Electric and Power Company.

any financial statement issued after Jan-
uary 1, 1976. Many of the utilities' re-
sponses included data for prior six
month periods showing the amount of
revenue that would have been subject to
refund under the proposal and stating
that such amounts would have precluded
them from issuing any long-term debt.
The utilities indicated that any footnote
to financial statements would also Jeop-
ardize their chances of raising capital
through the issuance of additional com-
mon stock.

The two accounting firms responding
to the proposed rulemaking expressed
the opinion that in some situations rev-
enues collected subject to refund cannot
be included in calculating fixed charge
coverage under some mortgages. The ac-
counting firms also echoed the responses
of many of, the utilities that a refund
provision would-produce results contrary
to one of the stated purposes of a fuel
adjustment clause, which is to " * S

ensure appropriate and timely cash flow
to eledtrIc utilities by eliminating regu-
latory lag * 0 o"

One utilityg argued that the require-
ment that amounts collected under a fuel
clause be subject to refund is "beyond
the jurisdiction of the Commission as It
is contrary to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Power Act and the decisions of the
Commission thereunder." The utility
drew the distinction between the fuel
clause formula and the fuel clause factor
which derives from the formula. The
utility stated that the Commission has
long held that Section 205(d) of the Act
does not require a filing each time a
change in fuel costs triggers a change In
revenue under a fuel adjustment clause.
The utility therefore argued that, if it
is a change in the formula that triggers
the filing requirements of Section 205 (d),
It can only be that same filing which trig-
gers the Commission's ability to suspend
the operation of a rate schedule and to
order refunds under Section 205(e). Since
the automatic operation of a fuel clause
is not a change for purposes of Section
205(d), then It cannot possibly be a
change for purposes of Section 205(e).
The company also questioned the Com-
mission's Jurisdiction to requlreirefunds
of "such increased rates" without defin-
itively stating from what point the In-
crease Is to be measured. The Company
also cited the Commission's Opinion in
New England Power Company I (which
found that the fuel adjustment clause is
a legitimate rate form), arguing that
the suspension of a legitimate rate form
for more than five months exceeds the
authority conferred by the Act.
III. RESPONSES rN FAVOR or THI: PorosAL

As indicated previously, the City of
Cuyahoga Falls, two law firms, one engi-
neering company, the American Public
Power Association, and the Council on
Wage and Price Stability submitted com-
ments supporting the proposed rulemak-
ing. The comments were brief and gen-
eral in nature. These respondents sup-

8Virginia Electric and Power Company.
•48 VPC 899 (1972).

ported adoption of the proposed amend-
ments as " * constituting a step
forward in the public interest and as
protection to the users of electricity
against the abuses which have come to
light recently in the fuel procurement
practices and the administration of fuel
adjustment clauses * * *" They argued
that the proposed amendments are nec-
essary because utilities with fuel adjust-
ment clauses have little or no incentive
to bargain for better fuel prices or to
enforce existing low cost fuel contracts.
Almost without exception these respond-
ents said they believed the refund pro-
vision to be the most important element
of the proposed amendments. One law
firm "representing a group of consumer
owned systems requested that the Com-
mission require utilities to provide a de-
tailed breakdown of the items charged
to Account 151 during the reporting pe-
rod.

IV. Discussiox
Having reviewed the responses to thi

proposed rulemaking, the Commission is
of the opinion that the Regulations
should not be amended as proposed.
While some benefit may be realized from
certain additional information regarding
the effect on the cost of electricity of
fuel adjustment clauses developed under
the Regulations as amended by Order
No. 517, the responses Itemized above
have persuaded us that the reporting re-
quirements of the proposed rulemaking
are too complex, burdensome, and costly
in view of the benefits which might be
realized. Responses supporting the pro-
posal contained only one specific allega-
tion of abuse in connection with a fuel
adjustment clause.

Following the issuance of the notice of
the proposal to amend § 35.14 of the
Commission's Regulations under Docket
No. RM75-29 the CommissLon's staff has
completed special field audits of 14 se-
lected electric utilities for the purpose
of ascertaining the manner in which the
clauses filed with the Commission were
being administered, including a review
of the adequacy of procurement policies
and procedures for assuring that fuel
costs were prudently incurred. Most of
the auditsdisclosed no overcharges to
customers and in those instances where
overcharges were found, the amounts
were relatively minor in relation to the
total charges billed under the clauses.
Reviews of procurement policies and
procedures disclosed they were adequate
to assure that fuel costs were prudently
incurred. Audit procedures for review of
the administration of fuel adjustment
clauses filed with the Commission are
now incorporated in the staff's ongoing
program filed examinations to-determine
compliance with the Commisslon's Uni-
form System of Accounts prescribed for
Public Utilities and Licensees.

The purpose of the proposed regula-
tion was to afford additional protection
against possible abuse in the procure-
ment of fuel and in the administration
of fuel adjustment clauses. As the Com-
mission's audit program has not revealed

V, Spiegel and McDlarmiLd.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

22899



22900

any substantial overcharges and in view
of the conspicuous dearth of specific al-
legations by respondents of abuses in the
administration of fuel adjustment
clauses, it appears that the submittal of
the large amount of information re-
quired by the proposed rulemaking would
involve a good deal of unproductive and
wasted time and effort on the part of the
Commission staff and the utilities.

Moreover, it is our conclusion that the
more appropriate method of monitoring
for abuse in the procurement of fuel and
in the administration of fuel adjustment
clauses is to continue to employ the
Commission's audit staff and investiga-
tive procedures.

The Commission f.nds: (1) The notice
and opportunity to participate in this
rulemaking by the submission in writing
of data, views, and comments in the man-
ner described above are in accordance
with the procedural requirements of
Section 553 of Title 5 of the United States
Code.

(2) Good cause exists to reject amend-
ment of § 35.14 of the Commission's Reg-
ulations as herein proposed.

(3) Good cause exists to terminate
the proposed rulemaking in this docket.

The Commission orders: (A) The pro-
posed amendment of § 35.14 of the Com-
mission's Regulations Is hereby rejected.

(B) The proposed rulemaking in
Docket No. RM75-29 is hereby termi-
nated.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

ATTACHmENT A

PARTIES SUBSLTTING COMMalENTS IN RESPONSE

TO NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAXING DOCKET
NO. R5575-29

1. Plorlda Power & Light Company
2. Oklahoma Gas & Electric Company
3. Southern Engineering Company
4. Haskins & Sells
5. Council on Wage and Price Stability
6. The National Coal Association
7. Florida Power Corporation
8. Alabama Power Company
9. Virginia Electric and Power Company

10. Rochester Gas & Electric Company
11. Arkansas Power & Light Company
12. Philadelphia Electric Company
13. Minnesota Power & Light Company
14. South Carolina Electric & Gas Company
15. Duke Power Company
16. Mississippi Power & Light Company
17. Pacific Power & Light Company
18. Consumer Owned Systems represented by

Spiegel & McDlarmid
19. Montaup Electric Company
20. West Texas Utilities Company
21, Gulf Power Company
22. Union Electric Company
23. Southern California Edison Company
24. Edison Electric Institute-
25. Mississippi Power Company
26. Middle South Services, Inc.
27. Arthur Andersen & Company
28. Arizona Public Service Company
29. Boston Edison Company
30. Pennsylvania Power & Light Company
31. Toledo Edison Company _
32. New England Power Company

PROPOSED RULES

33. Northern States Power Company (Minne-
sota and Wisconsin)

34. Detroit Edison Company
35. Public Service Company of New Mexico
36. Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co. and Union

Light, Heat & Power
37. Georgia Power Company
98. Louisiana Power & Light Company
39. Consumers Power Company
40. Southern Services Inc.
41. Iowa Public Service Company
42. Commonwealth Edison Company
43. Municipal Group represented by Duncan,

Allen & Mitchell
44. Babcock & Wilcox
45. Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric

Company
46. Nevada Power Company
47. Dayton Power & Light Company
48. Public Service Electric & Gas Company
49. Edison Sault Electric Company
50. Kansas City Power & Light Company
51. Carolina Power & Light Company
52. Public Service Company of Oklahoma
53. Illinois Power Company
54. Wisconsin Public Service Corporation
55. Public Service Company of Indiana
56. Ohio Edison Company
57. American Electric Power Service Cor-

poration
58. Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
59. Indianapolis Power & Light Company
60. Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company
61. Wisconsin Power & Light Company
62. City of Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio
63. American Public Power Association
64. General Electric
65. Allied-General Nuclear Services
66. Island Creek Coal Sales Company
67. Westinghouse Electric Corporation
68. General Atomic Company

[FR Doc.77-12874 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Insurance Administration
E 24 CFR Part 1932]
[Docket No. R--77-109 I

PROTECTIVE DEVICE REQUIREMENTS
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis-
tration, HUD.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Secretary proposes to
amend existing requirements for protec-
tive devices to be installed as a condition
of coverage under the Federal Crime In-
surance Prograin. The Comptroller Gen-
eral of-the United States in his report of
April 11, 1975, entitled "The Federal
Crime Insurance Program: How It Can
Be Made More Effective" (RED-T5-333),
suggested a reevaluation of' the Pro-
gram's protective device requirements
with respect to the type and number of
protective devices, with a view toward
reducing their costs, particularly for
small businessmen, so that the Pro-
gram's objectives could be better
achieved. Reasonable protective devices
are required by statute.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 6, 1977.
ADDRESS: Comments should be sub-
mitted to the Rules Docket Clerk, De-.
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, Room 10141, 451 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. James M. Rose, Jr., Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Urban Property
Insurance-Riot and Crime, Room
5248, 451 Seventh Street SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20410, telephone number
755-6555.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The GAO report stated on page 42 that
"Agents and Brokers and some potential
policy holders have Indicated that the
high cost, the number, and the Inflexi-
bility of the protective device require-
ments deter policy sales. If changes were
made to the type and number of require-
ments, resulting in lower cost to the
policyholder, more policies might be
sold." Consequently, the report bon-
eluded that Congress should consider re-
quiring HUD to, "Reevaluate Its protec-
tive device requirements with respect to
the type and number of protective do-
vice,-with a view toward reducing their
costs, particularly for -the small busi-
nessmen, so that the program's objec-
tives can be better achieved."

The General Accounting Ohlce report
noted that HUD agreed "that it should
reevaluate the protective device require-
ments." In view of the GAO recom-
mendation and in response to the Con-
gress, the Administration has reviewed
the protective device requirements and
has indepedently substantiated the need
for changes. Revisions can be best ef-
fectuated by rescinding 24 CFR 1932.3a,
which is entitled "Mandatory preinspec-
tion of commercial properties." Para-
graph (b) states that, "Coverage under a
commercial crime insurance policy in-
demnifying burglary losses shall not
commence unless It Is determined that
the premises sought to be Insured com-
plies with all applicable protective device
requirements." It is proposed that new
§ 1932.5 be added incorporating the fol-
lowing changes.

The first change responds to the cur-
rent inflexibility of the commercial pro-
tective device requirements which fail
to permit an applicant to choose alter-
native methods of reasonable protection.
Current requirements compel applicants,
who may have already incurred sub-'
stantial cost in installing reasonable
protective devices, to Install additional
devices which, while not undesirable
from a protective standpoint, Impose
disproportionate and costly redundency
of protection which affects the afford-
ability of the Insurance.

Thus, under the first change, com-
mercial applicants with silent alarm sys-
tems which protect doors, windows, and
other 'accessible openings will not have
imposed upon them additional require-
ments with respect to physical barriers
and metal reinforcements. The signifi-
cant feature of the silent alarm Is that
it must signal at a remote location (al-
though, at the option of the insured, It
may be coupled with a local alarm which
signals at the insured premises).

There are currently some premises
which, as a practical matter, cannot be
equipped with physical barriers or
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which, for valid business reasons, should
not be. Service stations and repair facili-
ties which use overhead doors have been
unable to be insured because doors
which are light enough to roll up and
down are frequently not thick enough
to meet present requirements without
costly modifications to their mechanisms
or complete replacement. Alarm systems
provide the operators of such establish-
ments with a*reasonable alternative.
'The revision thus provides greater
flexibility, enables more applicants to ob-
tain coverage, and benefits insureds in
low as well as high gross receipts brack-
ets, and at the same time maintains the
requirement of reasonable loss preven-
tion measures.

The second revision applies only to ap-
plicants in the under $300,000 gross re-
ceipts bracket. For such applicants the
advantages of the first revision discussed
above will be available upon the installa-
tion of a local alarm. Such an alarm is
less costly than the silent alarm because
it does not require the equipment neces-
sary for transmitting a signal to a remote
location. This revision responds directly
to the issue of affordability for small
businesses.

The Administrator may waive one or
more protective device requirements with
respect to any policy when he determines
that compliance would be impractical
and would impose a cost not reasonably
commensurate with the protection de-
rived, and may withdraw such waiver in
the event of a loss contributed to in whole
or in part by the absence of a protective
device arising out of such waiver. In ad-
dition, if the Administrator finds that a
particular insured, is sustaining losses
with such frequency and with such sever-
ity as to indicate there there is a need
for one or more of the protective devices
which the program provides for but
which under these regulations were not
required of the insured, the Adminis-
trator may, as a condition of renewing
a policy, require the installation of one
or more sfch protective devices.

The third change involving a revision
of 24 CFR 1932.4, pertains to residential
crime.insurance policies. No inspection is
conducted of residential premises prior
to the issuance of policies. This revision,
therefore, provides for an inspection
upon the, investigation .of a first loss
under the policy and for the payment of
any covered claim arising out of a first
loss resulting from forcible entry which
leaves visible marks of forcible entry at
the point of entry. Such evidence of the
need for force to accomplish entry will
substantiate that the insured took rea-
sonable protective measures to prevent
loss. Insureds will be advised of any pro-
fective device deficiencies detected in said
inspection and be given thirty days in
which to make necessary corrections.

A Finding of Inapplicability respecting
the National Environmental Actof 1969
has been made in accordance with HUD
Regulations published at 38 FR 19182,
19186. A copy of this Finding of Inap-
plicability is available for public inspec-
tion during regular business hours at the
following address:

Rules Docket Clerk. Department of Housing
and Urban Development. Room 10141. 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington. D.C.
20410.

No.--It is also certified that the eco-
nomic and Inflationary impacts of this pro-
posed regulation have been carefully evalu-
ated in accordance with OLIB Circular A-107.

Accordingly, Subchapter C of Chapter
X of Title 24 is proposed to be amended
as follows:

PART 1932-PROTECTIVE DEVICE
REQUIREMENTS

§§ 1932.3a-1932.3c [Deleted]
1. Present § 1932.3a. 1932.3b, and

1932.3c are deleted and § 1932.5 is added
to read as follows:

§1932.5 Inspection of commercial
premises.

(a) All premises for which an applica-
tion for commercial crime insurance
against burglary losses is submitted shall
be inspected by the servicing company
to determine whether the premises com-
ply with the applicable protective de-
vice requirements.

(b) Coverage under a commercial
crime insurance policy indemnifying
against burglary losses shall not com-
mence unless it is determined that the
premises sought to be insured comply
with all applicable protective device re-
qulrcoments. Nonetheless all commercial
premises (including those which have
particularly high risk inventories of
merchandise and are therefore speclf-
cally required by the provisions of para-
graph (f) (1) and (2) of § 1932.31 to
protect doors, windows (including store-
front display windows and unbarred sky-
lights) or other accessible openings by
the utilization of central station, suver-
vised service alarm systems and silent
alarm system (as defined in paragraphs
(b) and (h) of § 1932.1)), which are
found to be protected by such alarm sys-
tems. shall not be required to comply
with the provisions of paragraphs (c)
and (e) of § 1932.31 pertaining to the
protection of accessible openings by such
devides -as bars, grillwork and other
physical barriers. However, the Installa-
tion of only a local alarm system (a
defined in paragraph (g) of § 1932.1 and
referred to in paragraph (f) (3) of
§ 1932.31), which signals only at the
premises, shall not relieve any applicant
from the requirement of complying with
the provisions of paragraph (c) and (e)
of § 1932.31, except as provided in para-
graph (c) of this section, which pertains
to applicants with annual gross receipts
under $300,000.

c) Commercial premises with annual
i gross receipt under $300.000 and with

particularly high risk inventories of mer-
chandise which are listed In paragraph

* (f) (1) and (2) of § 1932.31, pertaining
to the requirement for the installation
of central station supervised alarm sys-
tems and silent alarm systems, shall not
be required to be equipped with such
systems if the premises are equipped In-
stead with a local alarm system, defined
in paragraph (g) of § 1932.1, which is

designed to signal loudly at the premises.
(d) If upon any renewal of any policy

the insured's statement of annual gross
receipts shows that the annual gross
receipts have risen above $299,999, the
Insured will b notified that his premises
must be brought into complete compli-
ance with all applicable protective device
requirements no later than the expira-
tion of that renewal term. Prior to the
issuance of any subsequent renewal
policy, the Administrator shall cause an
Inspection to be made, at a time agreed
upon with the insured, within thirty
days following receipt of the insured's
renewal premium.

(e) The Administrator may in his dis-
cretion waive one or more protective de-
vice requirements with respect to any
policy where he determines that com-
pliance would be impractical and would'
impose a cost not reasonably commen-
surate with the protection derived. How-
ever, in the event of any loss contributed
to in whole or In part by any such waiver.
the Adinifstrator may withdraw such
waiver upon mailing to the insured thirty
days written notice of withdrawaL Any
loss occurring after thirty days from the
day of the mailing of said notice shall
not be paid unless the insured's premises
shall be in compliance with the preivous-
ly waived protective de~ice requirement
at the tlm of such loss. The Administra-
tor may also in his discretion determine
that the frequency and/or sevreity of
occurrences of loss experienced under
any policy Issued under the provisions of
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section.
requires that as a condition of renewal
of such policy, the premises insured
thereunder be protected by one or more
of the protective devices described in
paragraphs (a), (b). (c), (d), (e), and
(f)(1), and (f)(2), and (f)(3) of
§ 1932.31.

(f) If, during the course of adjusting
a claim submitted by an insured, an ad-
juster or other investigator discovers
a protective deaice deficiency, not pre-
viously discovered and noted by an in-
vestigator, with respect to a device, de-
scribed in any of paragraphs (a), (b),
(c), (d), (e), and (f) of § 1932.31, which
the insured was required to have in-
stalled as a condition of eligbility for in-
surance coverage. the deficiency shall be
made known to the insured who will be
given thirtv days after his receipt of
such written notice within which to
remedy the deficiency. During that
thirty day period, burglary losses cov-
ered by the terms of the policy will be
paid irrespective of the deficiency. Bur-
glary losses occurring more than thirty
days after the date on which an insured
is notified of the deficiency will be paid
only if it is determined that the defi-
clency was corrected prior to the loss.
However, no loss shall be payable at any
time if caused in whole or In part by a
protective device deficiency with respect
to any device which the insured was re-
quired to have installed as a condition
of eligibility, and which device was found
to be present at the time of a previous
investigation, if the deficiency resulted
from the Inoperabllity, alteration. re-
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moval or disconnection of said required
protective device by or with the knowl-
edge of the insured, subsequent to the.
previous inspection of the premises.

(h) An insured who has knowledge of
an Inoperabiilty or other malfunction of
a protective device which the insured was
required to have installed as a condition
of eligibiilty for insurance coverage shall
immediately notify the Administrator of
such deficiency in writing, or by use of
the servicing company's toll-free tele-
phone number 800-638-8780. If the in-
sured complies with such emergency pro-
tective measures as the Administrator
may specify following receipt of such
notice, and if the deficiency is corrected
within the time specified by the Admin-
istrator, no loss of coverage will result
during the period of inoperability or mal-
function.

2. Section 1932.4 is revised to read as
follows:
§ 1932.4 Inspection of residential prem-

ises following losses.
(a) Each residential applicant apply-

ing for Federal Crime Insfirance shall be
responsible for meeting the protective
device requirements applicable to his
premises. Any person who Is doubtful as
to whether the protective devices exist-
ing on his premises at the time of appli-
cation meet such requirements should
examine the descriptive materials and
Illustrations available from the servicing
company and direct any specific ques-
tions to the servicing company.

(b) In addition, insurance agents and
brokers are expected to assist and advise
prospective insureds concerning the pro-
tective device requirements fbr residen-
tial premises. However, no agent or
broker shall be authorized to approve or
disapprove on behalf of the insurer the
adequacy of any required protective de-
vices, and any representation to the con-
trary is false and shall be void.

(c) Upon receiving any notice of loss
from an insured, the Administrator shall
cause an inspection of the insured resi-
dential premises to be made in the course
of the adjustment of the claim in~order
to determine whether the premises meets
the protective device requirements of the
program. If no inspection of the premises
has previously been made and if the first
such inspection reveals that the insured
premises do not comply with the appli-
cable protective device requirements, any
first loss covered by the terms of the in-
surance policy, involving robbery or a
burglary evidenced by visible marks of
forcible entry, will be paid irrespective
of any deficiencies in the insured's com-
liance with the protective device re-
quirements, However, the insured will be
given thirty days from the date on which
he is notified in writing of any deficien-
cies to correct such deficiencies. During
that thirty day period, robbery or bur-
glary losses covered by the terms of the
Insurance policy will continue to be paid
Irrespective of any deficiencies in the
Insured's compliance with the protective
device requirements. Losses occurring
more than thirty days after the date on
which the insured has been notified in

writiig of the results of the inspection
will be paid only if it is determined that
a loss, covered by the terms of the in-
surance policy, did not result in whole or
in part from a protective device defi-
ciency of which the insured was previ-
ously place on written notice.
(Sec. 7(d), 79 Stat. 670 (42 U.S.C. 3535(d)):
sec. 1103,82 Stat. 566 (12 U.S.C. 1749bbb-17).)

Issue date: April 15, 1977.
J. ROBERT HUNTER,

Acting Federal
Insurance Administrator.

IFR Doc.77-12882 Filed 5-4--77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

[ 25 CFR Part 221 ]
SAN CARLOS IRRIGATION PROJECT,

ARIZONA

Proposed Revisions
AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, De-
partment of Interior.
ACTION: Proposed revisions.
SUMMARY: The Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs is proposing to change the assess-
ment against irrigable lands of the San
Carlos Irrigation Project, Arizona. Due
to changes in the power rate for pumping
irrigation wells, the assessment rate
against irrigable lands is being changed.
This is a correction to properly reflect
the cost of operation and maintenance
of the irrigation system.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before May 15, 1977.
ADDRESSES: Comments to: John Ar-
tichoker, Jr., Phoenix Area Director, Bu-
xeau of Indian Affairs, 3030 North Cen-
tral P.O. 7007, Phoenix, Arizona 85011.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Walter Parks, San Carlos Irriga-
tion Project, Coolidge, Arizona, phone:
602-723-5439.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: It
is proposed to modify § 221.63 Assess-
ment, Joint Works of Title 25, Code of
Federal Regulations, dealing with opera-
tion and maintenance assessments
against the irrigable lands of the San
Carlos Irrigation Project, Arizona, by
decreasing the basic assessment from
$1,185,000 to $853,000 per annum which
changes the annual per acre assessment
rate from $11.85 to $8.53 for each acre
of irrigable land and establishing an. as-
sessment of $150,000 for the transition
quarter, July 1, 1977 to September 30,
1977, made necessary by the change of
the fiscal year to start on October 1 in-
stead of July 1. The transition quarter
assessment is based upon the annual rate
of $6.00 per acre of irrigable land estab-
lished for fiscal year 1977 beginning July
1, 1976.

The regulations are proposed under
the authority delegated to the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs by the Secretary
of the Interior in 230 DM 1 and redele-

gated by the Commissioner to the Area
Directors in 10 BIAM 3.
joThe revised section will read as fol-
lows:
§ 221.63 Assessment, joint works.

(a) Pursuant to the Act of Congress
approved June 7, 1924 (43 Stat, 476),
and supplementary acts, the repayment
contract of June 8, 1931, as amended, be-
tween the United States and the San
Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District,
and in accordance with applicable pro-
visions of the order of the qecretary of
the Interior of June 15, 1938 (§§ 221.69a-
221.69m), the cost of operation and
maintenance of the Joint Works of the
San Carlos Irrigation Project for fiscal
year 1978 is estimated to be $853,000 and
the annual rate of assessment for said
fiscal year and subsequent fiscal years
until further order is hereby fixed at
$8.53 for each acre of land. The cost of
operation and maintenance of the Joint
Works of the San Carlos Irrigation
Project for the transition quarter, July
1, 1977, to September 30, 1977, is esti-
mated to be $150,000 based upon the an-
nual rate of $6.00 for each acre of land
established for fiscal year 1977 and will
be a one time asessment in addition to
the fiscal year 1978 assessment.

Dated: April 15, 1977.
CHARLES D. WORrnMAX,

Assistant Area Director.
[IR Doc.77-12859 Piled 5-4-7718:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 40 CFR Part 52 J
IP RL 723-7]

IOWA
Proposed Revision to Air Quality

Implementation Plan
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: EPA provoses to approvo
revised State air pollution control regu-
lations as part of the Iowa State Imple-
mentation Plan (SIP). Anproval means
that the regulations will be enforceable
against individual sources of air pollu-
tion by the federal government as well
as by the State government. This pro-
posal is published to advise the publio
of the receipt of these proposed revisions
and to request comment on the proposals.
DATES: Comments must be received
before June 6, 1977.
ADDRESS: Comments should be sent to
Mr. Dewayne E. Durst, Chief. Air Supoort
Branch, Air and Hazardous Materials Di-
vision, Region VII, 1735 Baltimore, Kan-
sas City, Missouri 64108.
FOR FEIRTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. Daniel J. Wheeler, 816-374-3791.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION,
On February 28, 1977, the Iowa Depart-
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ment of Environmental Quality (DEQ)
submitted proposed revisions to the Iowa
SIP. The revisions were presented at a
public hearing in Des Moines, Iowa, on
October 14, 1976, and were formally
adopted by the Iowa Air Quality Com-
mission on November 18, 1976, December
16, 1976, and January 13, 1977.

Regulation 1.2, "Definitions," is
amended by adding a definition of "ur-
ban area" as "any Iowa city of 100,000
or more population and all adjacent
cities."

Regultion 4.1, "Emission Standards,"
has been amended to include, by refer-
ence, 11 additional categories of feder-
ally promulgated New.Source Perform-
ance Standards (NSPS). These cate-
gories are: primary copper smelters,
primary zinc smelters, primary lead
smelters, primary aluminum reduction
plants, coal preparation plants, ferroalloy
production facilities and; in the phos-
phate fertilizer industry: wet process
-phosphoric acid plants, superphosphorie
acid plants, diammonium phosphate
plants, triple superphosphate plants and
granular tiiple superphosphate storage
facilities. The State has also adopted, by

'reference, changes in previously adopted
NSPS-through June 30,1976.

Regulation 4.2, "Open-Buring," has
been amended to allow, with certain re-
strictions, the burning of up to 50
pounds-per-day of paper or plastic pesti-
cide containers and seed corn bags.

Regulation 4.2 is also revised to pro-
hibit open-burning of residential waste
in Cedar Rapids, Council Bluffs, Des
Moines, and all contiguous cities after
July 1, 1977.

Regulation 4.3, "Specific Contami-
nants," amends the particulate emission
limits for fuel-burning sources to mini-
mize the effects of stack-height and mul-
tiple stack provisions. This change has
'the effect of fixing the emission limits
for fuel-burning sources to those cur-
rently in effect, evefi if the source should
make changes that would otherwise al-
low greater emissions under-Regulation
4.3. In addition, sources which had been
modified under the former rule will be
limited to the emissions allowable under
the EPA tall stack policy, as published
February 18,1976 (41 FR 7450).

Regulation 4.4, "Specific Processes," is
-amended by adding a paragraph on
painting and surface coating operations.
Such operations will be limited to .01
grains of particulate matter per-cubic-
foot of exhaust gas.

Regulation 9.3, pertaining to local air
pollution control programs, is revised to
prevent local authorities from granting
variances from open-burning restrictions
which would prevent the attainment or
maintenance of ambient air quality
standards for particulate matter or car-
bon monoxide.

The revision to Regulation 4.2, which
prohibits open-burning in three specific
cities, has been objected to as arbitrary
and capricious by the Administrative
Rules Review Committee of the State
Legislature. Under the Iowa Adminis-
trative Procedures Act, the Committee,
or the State Attorney General, may ob-
ject to a rule on the grounds that it is

unreasonable, arbitrary, capricious or
iotherwise beyond the authority of the

agency that issued it. If the agency at-
tempts to enforce the rule, It must both
establish a violation and prove that the
rule is not unreasonable, arbitrary, ca-
pricious, or otherwise beyond the au-
thority delegated to the agency.

The decision to approve or disapprove
these revisions will be based on whether
or not they meet the requirements of
section 110(a) (2) (A) through (H) of
the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51,
"Requirements for'Preparaton, Adop-
tion, and Submittal of State Implemen-
tation Plans."

Copies of the proposal and supporting
documents are available for public in-
spection at the office of EPA, Region VIL
1735 Baltimore, Kansas City, Missouri
64108; Public Information ,Reference
Unit, Library Systems Branch (PM-213),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Washington, D.C. 20460; and the Iowa
Department of Environmental Quality,
P.O. Box 3326, Des Moines, Iowa 50316.
(42 UB.C. 1857c-6.)

Dated: April 26, 1977.
CEALrS V. WRcTrr,

Acting Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc.77-12829 Piled 5-4-77,.8:45 am].

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[46 CFR Parts 10, 12, 151]

[OGD 74-441
TANKERMAN REQUIREMENTS

Correction
In PR Doe. '17-11871 appearing at page

21190 in the Issue for Monday, April 25,
1977, the following corrections should be
made:

(1) On page 21193, in the middle col-
umn, § 10.11-11 (a) (2) (i), the third line
now reading "sidered to be the person in
charge." should have read "sidered
qualified to be the person In charge."

(2) On page 21197, in the first column,
the first line of § 12.20-9 (c) now reading
"Pass the medical examination and"
should have read "Pass the medical ex-
amination for".

(3) Also on page 21197, mIddle, col-
umn, in the second line of § 12.20-11 (g)
(1), "§ 12.2013 (f)" should have read
"§ 12.20-13 (f) ".

(4) On page 21199, third column, In
the part heading for Part 151, the word
"Bridges" should be changed to "Barges".

(5) On page 21199, third column, the
section designated "§ 151.30-53 Tanker-
man." should have read "1151.03-53
Tankerman."

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

[50 CFR Part32]
HUNTING

Hatchie National Wildlife Refuge, Tenn.
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, In-
terior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: Hunting of big game (deer)
Is proposed on Hatchle National Wildlife
Refuge, Tennessee. The Director has de-
termined that the opening to big game
hunting on the Hatchie is compatible
with the objectives for which the area
was established, will utilize a renewable
natural resource, and will provide addi-
tional recreational opportunity to the
public.
DATE: Comments must be received onor
before May 30, 1977.
ADDRESS:Comments to: Director, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHIER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Ralph H. Town, Division of National
Wildlife Refuges, US. Fish and Wild-
life Service, Washington, D.C. 20240,
telephone: 202-343-2374.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Notice Is hereby given that it is proposed
that 50 CFR Part 32 be amended by the
addition of the Hatchie National Wildlife
Refuge, Tennessee, to the list(s) of ref-
uge areas open for the hunting of big
game, which is published at 50 CFR 32.31.

Pursuant to the authority of 16 U.S.C.
668dd(d), as redelegated to the Director
of the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service at DM 242.1.1, the Director may
open refuge areas to public hunting
upon a determination that it would be
in accordance with provisions of all laws
applicable to the area, would be compati-
ble with the principles of sound wildlife
management, would otherwise be in the
public interest and that such use is com-
patible with the major purposes for
Which such areas were established. As a
general rule, most areas within the Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge System are closed
to hunting until officially opened by reg-
ulations. It Is the purpose of this rule-
making to allow the hunting of big game
on Hatchie National Wildlife Refuge.
which is presently prohibited..

Furthermore, pursuant to the require-
ments of section 102(2) (C) of the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(42 U.S.C. 4332(2) (C)), an environmen-
tal assessment has been prepared on this
proposal which will help determine
whether this rulemaking constitutes a
major federal action significantly affect-
ing the human environment. A copy of
this assessment is available at the ad-
dress below.

The US. Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that this document does not
contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact
Statement under Executive Order 11949
and OMB Circular A-107.

The policy of the Department of the
Interior is, whenever practical, to afford
the public an opportunity to participate
in the rulemaking process. Therefore, in-
terested persons may submit written
comments, suggestions, or objections re-
garding the proposed amendment to the
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, Washington,
D.C. 20242, on or before June 6, 1977. All
relevant comments received will be con-
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PROPOSED RULES

sidered by the Director prior to the is-
suance of final rulemaking.

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend
§ 32.31 in Title 50 of the Code of Federal
Regulations as set forth below:

§ 32.31 List of open areas; big game.
TENNESSEE

HATCHIE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

This proposed rule was prepared by
Ralph H. Town, Division of National
Wildlife Refuges.

LyNx A. GREENWALT,
Director,

Fish and Wildlife Service.

APRiL 22, 1977.

[FR Doc.77-12834 Eiled 5-4--77;8:45 am]
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notices
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices

of hearings, and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing In this section.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 724-3; OPP-50293]

FREERS ELM ARRESTER ET AL

Issuance of Experimental Use Permits
The Environmental Protection Agency

(EPA) has issued experimental use per-
mits to the following applicants. Such
permits are in accordance with, and sub-
ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part
172, which defines EPA procedures with
respect to the use of pesticides for ex-
perimental purposes.

No. 7452-EUP-4. Freers Elm Arrester,
Muscatine, Iowa 52701. This experimental
use permit allows the Use of 11.25 pounds
of the fungicide mercuric chloride and
methyl alcohol on tris to evaluate control
of Dutch elm disease. A total of 909 trees
will be treated; the program Is authorized
only in the States of Minnesota, Worth Caro-
lina, wnd Wisconsin. The.experimental use
permit is effective from April 1, 1977, to
April 1, 1978.

No. 5857-EUP-2. Piostoxin Sales, Inc.,
Alabra, California 91802. This experl-
mental use permit allows tho use of 252
pounds of the insecticide aluminum phos-
phide on various Insects on stored grailn.
The total amount of grain is approximately
360,000 bushels; the program is authorized
cnly in the States of Alabama, California.
Connectlcut% Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Il-
no1s, Loulsiana Maine Maryland, fasachu-
sets, Michigan, Mississippi, New nampshre,
New Jersey, North Carolin., Oregon, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia, and
Wisconsin. The experimental use-pefemlt is
effectlve from April 1. 1977, to April 1, 1978.
Permanent tolerances for residues of the ac-
tive ingredient In or on various raw agricul-
tural commodities have been established
(40 CFM 180.225).

No. 100-EUP-54. CIBA-GEIGY Corpora-
tion, Greensboro. North Carolina 27409. This
experimental use permit allows the use of
3,000 pounds of the herbicide 2-Chloro-
N- (2-ethyl--methylphenyl) -N- (2-methoxy-
1-methylethyl) on sorghum to evaluate con-
trol of annual grasses and broadleaf weeds.
A total of 1,500 acres is involved; the pro-
gram is authorized only in the State of Tex-
as. The experimental use permit is effective
from April 1. 1977, to April 1, 1978.
This Permit is being issued with the re-
striction that all treated sorghum will be
grown for seed only;, no part of the treated
crop will be used for food or feed purno~es.

No. 524-EUP--30. Monsanto. Agricultural
Products Company, St. Louis, Mlss6uri
63166. This experimental use permit allows
the use of 3,225 pounds of the herbicide
butachlor in a mixture on rice to evaluate
control of annual grasses and broadleaf
weeds. A total of 1,020 acres Is involved;
the program Is-authorized only in the States
of Arkansas, MississippL Louisiana, and Tex-
as. The experimental use permit is effective
from April 1, 1977p to April 1, 1978. Tempo-
rary tolerance for residues of the 1active in-
gredient in or on rice and rice straw and a

- food additive regulation for residues of the

active ingredient in ricq hulls and bran have
been established.

Interested parties wishing to review
the experimental use permits are re-
ferred to Room E-315, Registration Di-
vision (WH-567), Office of Pesticide
Programs, EPA, 401 1 St. SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460. It is suggested that
such interested persons call 202-755-
4851 before visiting the EPA Head-
quarters Office, so that the appropriate
permits may be made convenlently
available for review purposes. These files
will be available for inspection from
8:30 an. to 4:00 pJm. Monday through
FTiday.
(Sec. 5, Federal Insecticide, FungIcide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended (88
Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751 (7 U.S.C. 130(a) et
seq)).)

Dated: April 26,1977.
DOUGLAS D. CAPT,

Acting Director,
Registration Division.

rFR Doc.77-12830 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am

1-R1 723-41
PREVENTION OF- SIGNIFICANT

DETERIORATION
Delegation of Authority to the State of

Alabama
The amendment below institutes au-

thority for imlementation of the tech-
nical and administrative portions of the
Prevention of Significant Deterioration
(PSD) program. EPA has delegated to
the Stateof Alabama authority to review
new and modified sources under 40 CFR
52.21 for the prevention of significant
deterioration.

On December 5, 1974 (39 FR 42510),
and June 12, 1975 (40 FR 25004) and
September 10, 1975 (40 FR 42011), pur-
suant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act,
as amended, the Administrator promul-
gated regulations for the prevention of
significant air quality deterioration
(PSD). Section 301 in conjunction with
sections 101 and 110 authorizes the Ad-
ministrator to delegate his authority to
implement and enforce PSI) to any State
which has submitted adequate imple-
mentation 'and enforcement procedures.

On August 3!, 1976, James W. Cooper,
Dlrector, Division of Air Pollution Con-
trol, Alabama Air Pollution Control
Commission, submitted to the EPA Re-
gional Office a'request for Delegation of
Authority.
- After a thorough review of the request
and Information submitted, the Regional
Administrator has determined that for
the categories set forth In the following
official letter to the Director of the Ala-

bama. Air Pollution Control Commission,
oelgation is appropriate, subject to the
conditions set forth In detail in this
letter:

'U.S. EZVmonm-rJz.
P aoTrz oN Aucscr

Atlanta, G2., February 17,1977.
Mr. JA W. Coopzx, Director,
DLirion of Air Pollution Control,
Alabama Air Pollution Contro Commfsion,
645 Sout McDonought Street,
Montgomery, Alabama 36103.

DrALfM. Coor=: This is in response to
your letter of August 31. 1976. requesting re-
sponsIbility for Implementation of the tech-
nical and administrative portions of the Pre-
vention of Significant Air Quality Deteriora-
tion (PSD) program.

We have reviewed the procedures for new
source review of the State of Alabama and
have determined that they provide an ade-
quato and effective procedure for the imple-
mentation of the technical and administr-
tive portions of the PSD program by the
State of Alabama. Therefore, pursuant to 40
CPR 52.01 and 52.21 (1975) and 40 PR 42012
(September 10, 1975) amending 40 CPR 52.21.
and hereinafter referred to as 40 CPR 52.01
and 52.21, we hereby delegate our authority
for the technical and admlnistrative portions
of the federal PSI) program, as described in
40 CFR 52.I and 52.21(d) and (e), to the
State of Alabama as follows:

A. EPA delegates its authority for all
sources located or to be located in the State
of Alabama subject to review under the fed-
eral regulattons for the prevention of sig-
nifIcant air quality deterioration promulgat-
ed in 40 CPR 5221(d). The categories of new
sources covered by the delegation are: Fossil-
fuel steam electric plants of more than 1000
million BTU per hour heat input; coal clean-
ng plants: kraft pulp mills; Portland cement

plants; primary zinc smelters; iron and steel
mills; primary aluminum ore reduction
plants; primary copper smelters; municipal
Incinerators capable of charging more than
250 tons of refuse per 24-hour day; sulfurc
acid plants; petroleum refineries- lime
plants: phosphate rock processing plants, by-
product coke oven batteries; sulfur recovery
plants; carbon black. plants (furnace proc-
ess); primary lead smelters; fuel conversion
plants; and ferroalloy production facilities-.

B. EPA delegates to the State of Alabama
its authority and procedures for public par-
ticlpation promulgated in 40 CFB 52.21(e),
but not Its authority under 40 CPR 52.21(e)
(1) (v) to take final action on an applicatice-
nor Its authority to tak; enforcement action
under 40 CPR 52.21(e) (2).

C. For purposes of and in accordance with
paragraph B above, the State of Alabama
&hall follow the procedures in 40 CPR 52.21
(e), except that the word "State' shall be
substituted for the word "Adminlstrator'
A copy of the State's preliminary determina-
tion, a copy of all materials submitted by the
owner or operator, a copy or summary of
other materials (if any) considered by the
State In making Its preliminary determina-
tion, and a copy of the notice pursuant to
40 CFM 52.21(e) (ii) (b) and (c) shall be sent
to the EPA regional off[ce vithin 30 days af-
ter receipt of a complete application. Within
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30 days after the close of the public comment
period, the States shall forward a copy of the
final analysis, the EPA regional office. Upon
receipt of the State's final analysis, the EPA
regional office shall take final action on an
application pursuant to 40 CPR 52.21(e)
(1) (v).

D. This delegation Is based upon the fol-
lowing conditions: .

1. Quarterly reports containing pertinent
information relating to the Status of sources
subject to 40 CPR 52.21 (or other reports as
required by the Regional Administrator) will
be submitted to EPA by the State of Alabama
as part of the existing quarterly reports
normally submitted to EPA through program
plan reporting.

2. Upon approval of the Regional Admin-
istrator of Regicn IV, the Director of the
Division of Air Pollution Control may sub-
delegate his authority to implement the
technical and administrative portions- of
PSD to local air pollution-control authorities
in the State when such authorities -have
demonstrated that they have equivalent or
more stringent programs in force.

3. This technical and administrative au--
thority delegated to the Stats of Alabama
does not include the authority to Implement
PSD for sources owned or overated by the
United States, which are located in the State.
This condition in no way relieves any Fed-
eral facility from meeting the requirements
of 40 CPR 52.21.

4. If at any time there is a conflict between
a State regulation and a Federal regulation
(40 CPR 52.01 and 52.21). the Federal regu-
lation must be applied if it is more stringent
than that of the State. If the State does not
have the authority to implement a Federal
regulation that is more stringent than the
applicable State regulation, the pertinent
portion of the delegation may be revoked.

5. If the Regional Administrator deter-
mines that the State procedure for imple-
menting the technical and administrative
portions of PSD Is inadequate, or is not be-
ing effectively carried out, this delegation
may be revoked in whole or in part. Any such
revocation shall be effective as of the date
specified in a Notice of Revocation to the
Division of Air Pollution Control.

6. Acceptance of this delegation of pres-
ently Promulgated PSD regulations does not
commit the State of Alabama to request or
accept technical and administrative review
authority of future standards and require-
ments. A new request for authority will be
required for any standards not included in
Paragranh A above.

The State and EPA will develop a system
of communication sufficient to guarantee a
nrogram that includes the items described
below:

a. Each agency is Informed of the current
compliance status of subject sources in the
State of Alabama;

b. Prior EPA concurrence Is obtained on
any matter involving Interpretation of 40
CPR 52.01 and 52.21 (including uniaue ques-
tions of aDplicability of the standards);

c. PSD reviews (including requests for in-
formation and enfdrcement actions based
thereon) already initiated by EPA Prlor to
this delegation, shall be comoleted by EPA;

d. The State is informed of the date of
receipt by EPA, of any and all completed
applications for PSD review affecting a source
owned or operated by the United States, and
located or to be located In the State, and of
the results of each such PSD review con-
ducted; and EPA is informed of any State
PSD reviews and progress that might affect
the PSD review conducted by EPA.

A notice announcing this delegation will
be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER in the
near future. The notice will state, among
other things, that, effective immediately, all

NOTICES

reports required pursuant to PSD by sources
located or to be located in the State of Ala-
bama should be submitted to the Alabama
Air Pollution Control Commission, 645 South
McDonough Street, Montgomery, Alabama
'36130. Any such reports which have been or
may be received 'by EPA, Region IV, will be
promptly transmitted to the State agency..

Since this delegation is effective immedi-
ately, there is no requirement that the State
notify EPA of its acceptance. Unless EPA re-
ceives from the State written notice of ob-
jections within ten (10) days of the date of
receipt of this letter, the State will be deemed
to have accepted all of the terms of the
delegation.

Sincerely yours,
JACx E. RAVAN,

Regional Administrator.

Therefore, pursuant to the authority
delegated to him by the Administrator,
the Regional Administrator notified the
Director of the Alabama Division of Air
Pollution Control on February 17, 1977,
that authority to implement the techni-
cal and administrative portions of the
Prevention of Significant Deterioration
(PSD) was delegated to the State of
Alabama.

Copies of the request for delegation of
authority are available for public inspec-
tion at the Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IV Office, 345 Courtland
Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30308.

Effective immediately, all reports re-
quired pursuant to the delegated Preven-
tion of Significant Deterioration (PSD)
should not be submitted to the EPA
Region IV Office, but instead should-be
submitted to the State agency at the fol-
lowing address: Division of Air Pollution
Control, Alabama Air Pollution Control
Commission, 645" South McDonough
Street, Montgomery, Alabama 36103.

Applications for PSD review In proc-
ess at the time of this delegation shall be
processed through to completion by the
EPA Region IV Office.

This notice is issued under the authbr-
ity of section 101, 110, and 301 of the
Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C.
1857, 1857c-5 and 1857g.

Dated: April 25, 1977.

JoHN A. LITTLE,
Acting Deputy Regional Administrator.

IFR Doc.77-12828 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[FI, 724-4; OPP-33000/5001

RECEIPT OF APPLICATION FOR
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION

Data To Be Considered in Support of
Applications

On November 19, 1973, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER (39 FR
31862) its interim policy with respect to
the administration of section 3(c) (1) (D)
of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended
("Interim Policy Statement"). On Jan-
uary 22, 1976, EPA published in the FED-
ERAL REGISTER a document entitled "Reg-
istration of a Pesticide Product-Consid-
eration of Data by the Administrator in
Support of an Application" (41 FR 3339).
This document described the changes in
the Agency's procedures for implement-.

ing section 3(c) (1) (D) of FIFRA, as set
out in the Interim Policy Statement
which were effected by the enactment
of the recent amendments to FIFRA on
November 28, 1975 (Pub. L. 94-140), and
the new regulations governing the regis-
tration and re-registration of pesticides
which became effective on August 4, 1975
(40 CFR Part 162).

Pursuant to the procedures set forth
in these FEDERAL REGIsTER documents,,
EPA hereby gives notice of the applica-
tions for pesticide registration listed be-
low. In some cases these applications
have recently been received; in other
cases, applications have been amended
by the submission of additional support-
ing data, the election of a new method of
support, or the submission of new "offer
to pay" statements.

In the case of all applications, the la-
beling furnished by the applicant for
the product will be available for inspec-
tion at the Environmental Protection
Agency, Room 209, East Tower, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. In
the case of applications subject to the
new Section 3 regulations, and applica-
tions not subject to the new Section 3
regulations which utilize either the 2 (a)
or 2(b) method of support specified in
the Interim Policy Statement, all data
citations submitted or referenced by the
applicant in support of the application
will be made available for inspection at
the above address. This information
(proposed labeling and, where applicable,
data citations) will also be supplied by
mail, upon request. However, such a
request should be made only when cir-
cumstances make It inconvenient for the
inspection to be made at the Agency
offices.

Any person who (a) is or bas been an
applicant, (b) believes that data he de-
veloped and submitted to EPA on or after
January 1, 1970, is being used to support
an application described In this notice,
(c) desires to assert a claim under sec-
tion 3(c) (1) (Dl) for such use of his data,
and (d) wishes to preserve his right to
have the Administrator determine the
amount of reasonable compensation to
which he is entitled for such use of the
data or the status of such data under
Section 10 must notify the Administra-
tor and the applicant named in the notice
in the FEDERAL REGISTER of his claim
by certified mail. Notification to the Ad-
ministrator should be addressed to the
Product Control Branch, Registration
Division (WH-567), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C,
2R460. Every such claimant must include,
at a minimum, the information listed in
the Interim Policy Statement of Novem-
ber 19, 1973.

Specific questions concerning applica-
tions made to the Agency should be ad-
dressed to the designated Product Man-
ager (PM), Registration Division (WH-
567), Office of Pesticide Programs, at
the above address, or by telephone as fol-
lows:
PM 11, 12, and 13-202/755-9315
PM 21 aed 22-202/426-2454
PM 24-202/755-2196
PM 31-202/426-2635
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PAT33-202/755-9041
PM 15,16, and 7-202/426-9425
PA 23-202/755-1397
PM25-202/755-2632
PM 32-202/426-9486
PAT 34-202/426-9490

The Interim Policy Statement requires
'that claims for compensation be filed

on or before July 5,1977. With the excep-
tion of 2(c) applications not subject to
the new section 3 regulations, and for
which a sixty-day hold pericd for claims
is provided, EPA will not delay any reg-
istration pending the assertion of claims
for compensation or the determiation
of reasonable compensation. Inquiries
and assertions that data relied upon are
subject to protection under Section 10
of FBh.RA, as amended, should be made
by June 6, 1977.

Dated: April 26,1977.

DOUGLAS D. CAw-PT,
Acting Direbtor,

Registration Divisio.
APPLrO=ATis REcErvED (OPP--33000/500)

EPA Reg. No. 538-58. 0. M. Scott and Sons,
Marysville OH 43040" 25-3-3. Active Ingre-
dlients: _S-(OO-Disopropyl phosphoro-
dithloate) ester of N-(2-Mercapotoethyl)
benzenesulfonamlde 4.59%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of interim policy. 40 CFR 162.21(a) (1) pro-
vides that "fertilizer-pesticide combina-
tions, In which the amount of fertilizer to
be applied or percentage of fertilizer com-
ponents varies and the application rate of
the pesticide remains constant, may be
registered as a single pesticide provided
that the range proposed would not require
modification In the precautionary label-
ing.' P2125

EPA Reg. -No. 538-58. 0. M. Scott and Sons,
MAlrysville OH 43040. 25-3-3. Active Ingre-
dients: S-(OO-fliisoproply phosproro-
dithioate) ester of N-(2-Mercaptoethyly
benzenesulfonamide- 6.37%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of intei-lm policy. 40 CPR 162.21(a)(1)
provldeg that "fertllizer-pesticide combi-
nations, in which the amount of fertilizer
to be applied or percentage of fertilizer
components varies and the application rate
of the pesticide remains constant, may be
registered as- a single pesticide provided
that-the range proposed would not require
modification in the precautionary label-
ing." P225

EPA Reg. No, 1080727. Aero Mist, Inc., 990
Industrial P . Dr., Marietta GA 30062.
Misty Mizer. Active Ingredients: Pyre-
thrins 1.00%; Plperonyl Butoxide Techni-
cal 2.00%; N-octyl Bicycloheptene dicar-
boximide 3-%; Petroleum Hydrocarbons
13.66%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy.
PM17

EPA Reg. No. 10807-44. Aero Mist, Inc.. Misty
Mizer Economy Insectcide. Active Ingre-
dients: Pyrethrlns 1.00%; Piperonyl Bu-
toxide Technical 2.00%; N-octyle Bicylo-
heptene dicarboximide 3.34%; Petroleum-
Hydrocarbons 13.66%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim

- policy. P2L17
EPA Reg. N'o. 1,1265-15. Seymour Chemical

Assoc., Inc., 1609 Arbor, Highland Park IL
60035. CU-8--10 W. Active Ingredients:
Copper 8 Quinolinolate 10%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a)
of interim policy. Republished: Added
uses. PM22

EPA eg. No. 11273-2. Sandoz, Inc., Crop Pro-
tection, P0 Box 1489 Homestead FL 33030.

NOTICES

Thurlcdo-EHPC High Potency Aqucous
Concentrate. Active Ingredients: Bacillus-
thuringiensls Berliner, potency of 4.000
International Units (at least 6 million vi-
able spores) per milligram 0.8%: Petroleum
hydrocarbon solvent 3.0%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(a) o
interim policy. Amendment with data.
PM1

EPA Reg. No. 11273-3. Sandoz. Inc. Thurl-
clde-HP Spray Concentrate (Wettable
Powder). Active Ingredients: Bacillus
thuringlensis Berliner, potency of 16,000
International Units (at least 30 million vi-
able spores) per milligram 3.2%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(a) of interim policy. Republished: Re-
vised offer to pay statement submitted.
Amendment with data. PM17

EPA Reg. No. 11273-8. Sandoz, Inc. Thurl-
cide-HP. Active Ingredlents: Bacillus
thurnglenals Berliner. potency of 320 In-
ternational Units (at least-COO thousand
viable spores) per milligram 0.064%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds,
under 2(a) of interim policy. PM17

EPA File Symbol 11743-A. Guardlan-Ipcoo
Inc., PO Box 54. Birmingham AL 35201.
Guardian-Ipco No; 87 Algaeclde. Active
Ingredients: Disodium cyanodlthimido-
carbonate 3.68%; Potazslum 21-methyl-
dithlocarbamate 5.07%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy. Republished; N~ew Applica-
tion. PM33

EPA File Symbol 12310-ItT. Misco Interna-
tional Chemicals, Inc., Wheeling IL C00O0.
CD 112-46A DIsinfectant-Sanitizer Fungi-
cide.Deodorizer. Active Ingredients: Dlde-
cyl dimethyl ammonium chloride 7.5%;
Isopropanol 3.0%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of Interim
policy. PA131

EPA File Symbol 12477-T. Economy Service
& Sales Co., 3511 N. 9th St, Philadelphia
PA 19140. C-901. Active Ingredients: Bla
(tributyltin) Oxide 5%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) o
interim policy. PAT33

EPA File Symbol 14453-R. Sharp Industrial
Chemical, Inc., 307 N. Weatherford St..
Midland TX 79701. Insecticide 50. Active
Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.50%; Plperonyl
butoxide, technical 1.00%; N-octyl blcy-
cloheptene dlcarboximlde 1.67%: Petro-
leum distillate 90.83%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(b) of In-
terim policy. PA417

EPA File Symbol 14453-E. Sharp Industrial
Chemical, Inc. Insecticide 150. Active In-
gredients: Pyrethrins 1.50%; Plperonyl
Butoxide, technical 3.00%; N-octyl bi-
cycloheptene dicarboximide 5.0; Petro-
leum Distillates - 90.00%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy. P217

EPA Reg. No. 16037-1. Cbemco Products Co-
Inc.. Appleton WI 54911. Chemco 333.
Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl (50c; Ci.
40% C,., 10% C,1 ) dimethyl benzyl am-
monium chloride 10%. Method of Support:
Application proceds under 2(b) of in-
terim policy. Republished: Revised offer to
pay statement submitted. PM31

EPA- Reg. No. 21337-3. Old Hickory Medicine
Co, 5813-1-(rea) Lee Highway, Chatta-
nooga TN 37421. Old Hickory Dog Mange
Remedy. Active Ingredients: Benzyl Ben-
zoate 30%; Isopropol Alcohol 70'. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(c) of interim policy. PMI5

EPA File Symbol 32741-U. Custom Chemical
Co- 119 E. Palatine Rd. Palatine IL 60067.
Formula 010 CD. Active Ingredients: a-
Alkyl (60% Ci,, 30% Ci,. 5% C.) dimethyl
benzyl ammonium chlorides 5.0%; n-Al.-yl
(68, C,. 32% C,) dimethyl ethylbenzyl
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ammonium chlorides 5.0%; Phosphoric
Acid 30.0%. Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy.
P32

EPA Pile Symbol 32741-T. Custom Chemical
Co. Formula 012M5iP. Active Ingredients:
n-Alkyl (60% C,,, 30% C,, 5% C1,) di-
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 623%;
n-Alkyl (68% C, 32% C,) dimethyl
ethylbenryl ammonium chlorides 62%;
Tetrasodlum ethylenedlamine tetraacetate
3.60%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy.
PM31

EPA File Symbol 32741-A. Custom Chemical
Co. Formula 04.5SNP. Active Ingredients:
n-Alkyl (60% Ci. 30% Ct7, 5%7 Cis) dimeth-
yl benzYl ammonium chlorides 2.25%;
n-Alkyl (68% Cm 32% Ce) dimethyl ethyl-
benzyl ammonlum chlorides 2.25%; Sodi-
tum Carbonate 3.00%; Tetrasodium
ethylenediamine tetraacetate 1.00%. Meth-
od of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of Interim policy. P=31

EPA File Symbol 34164-A. American Refining
& Mfg. Inc, PO Box 332, Iami FL 33147.
Aqua-Kleer Low Foam Swimming Pool
Algaeide. Active Ingredients: Dioctyl dl-
methyl ammonium chloride 10%. Method
Of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of interim policy. P2431

EPA Pile Syriibol 34973-R. Down East Cheml-
Cal Corp. 233 Oxford St. Portland WE
04111. I. M. Food Plant Cleaner. Active
Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60, C,,. s0% Cr,
5% Cr. 5% C J dimethyl benzyl am-
moUIum chlorides 1.6%; n-Alkyl (68% Cr.
32% C,) dtmethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium
chlorides 1.6%; Sodium Carbonate 30%;
Tetrasodlum ethylenedlamine tetracetate
1.0%. Method of Support: Application
prOceeds'under 2(b) of interim policy. Re-
published: Revised offer to pay statement
submitted. Pm31

EPA File Symbol 3571-IT. Chem Pro Lab-
oratory. Inc, 941 W. 190th St-. Garden, CA
90248. Chem Pro Blocide No. 289. Active
Ingredients: Disodlum cyanodithiomido-
carbonate 14.7%, Potassium x-methyldi-
thlocarbante 20.3%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2 (b) of interim
policy. Republished: New Application.
PM433

EPA File Symbol 35637-R. Household Brands.
24 Vanderelinde Rd., Wayne NJ 07470. Pure
Deodorizing Cleaner Disinfectant. Active
Ingredients: Dldecyl dimethyl ammonium
chloride 2.55%; tetrasodlum ethylene-
diamIne tetraacetate 2.0%: sodium car-
bonate 1.5%. Method or Support: Appli-
cation proceeds under 2(b) of interim
policy. Republished: Revised offer to pay
statement submitted. Pz31

EPA File Symbol 3590-L. lonlcM, Inc., Po
BoX 99. Bridgevilie PA 15017. Replacement
Cartridge for General Ionics Model HY-2
Bacterostatic Water Filter. Active In-
gredlents: Metallic Silver 1.05%. Method
Of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of interim policy. PZ33

EPA Pile Symbol 3900-A. Ionics, Inc. Hygene
Mark II. Active Ingredients: Metald Silver
0.5,7. Method O Support: Application
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy.
P1133

EPA File Symbol 35920-T. Water Purifcation
Systems. Inc. 6502 NTW 16th St, Plantation
FL 33313. System I Water Processor-
Model SY-23 Replacement Cannister
Active Ingredients: Siver 1%. Method of
Support: ApplIcation proceeds under 2(b)
of Interim policy. P23

EPA Reg. No. 25930-3. Jude Chemical Spe-
clalties. PO Box 5212. Lenexa KS 66215.
JCS 10 Disinfectant-Sanitizer-Deodorzer.
Active Ingredients: n-ALyl (60% C., s0,
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CI, 5% C,:, 5% C,,) dimethyl benzyl am-
monium Chlorides 5%; n-Alkyl (68% C,,
32% C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium
chlorides 5%. Method of Support: Appli-
cation proceeds under 2(b) of interim pol-
icy. Republished: Revised offer to pay
statement submitted. PM31

EPA File Symbol 36306-E. Hadco East Chem-
ical, 35 Ralph Ave., Copiague NY 11726.
Quat Amo Algaecide. Active Ingredients:
n-Alkyl (60% C,,. 30% C,,, 5% C,2, 5% C,)
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 5%;
n-Alkyl (68% C,:, 32% C,,) dimethyl ethyl-
benzyl ammonium chlorides 5%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of interim policy. Republished: New
application. PM31

EPA File Symbol 36306-A. Hadco East Chem-
ical. Quat Amo. Active Ingredients: n-
Alkyl (60% C1,, 30% CIO, 5% C,, 5% C,,)
dimethyLbenzyl ammonium chlorides 5%;
n-Alkyl 68% C,, 32% C,4 ) dimethyl ethyl-
benzyl ammonium chlorides 5%. Method
of Support- Application proceeds under
2(b) of interim policy. PAT31

'EPA Reg. No. 37299-3. Risdon Q-Mist Corp.,
Box 4599, Columbia SC 29340. Q-Mist In-
secticide Industrial Type. Active Ingredi-
ents: Pyrethrins 1.60%; Piperonyl Butox-
ide, technical 15.00%; Petroleum Distil-
lates 3.5%. Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(a) of interim policy.
PM17

EPA File Symbol 38723-G. Walter Louis
Chemicals, 5305 Fifth St., Quincy IL 62301.
Industrial Microblocide AM-43. Active
Ingredients: 1-Hydroxyethyl - 1 - Benzyl-2-
Alkyl (as in fatty acids derived from coco-
nut oil) Imidazo-linium Chloride 50%;
Isopropyl Alcohol 50%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of
interim policy. PM33

EPA File Symbol 39445-R. American Car-
bonyl, Inc., 120 De Vrlese Ct., Tenafly NJ
07670. Dluron Technical. Active Ingredi-
ents: Diuron 3-(3,4-dichlorophenyl) -1,1-
dimethylurea 97%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(a) of interim
policy. Republished: Revised offer to pay
statement submitted. PM25

EPA File Symbol 39924-R. Universal Chemi-
cals, Inc., 55 Jacobson Ave., South Kearny
NJ 07032. Universal Chemicals Sodium
Hypochlorite Solution. Active Ingredients:
Sodium Hypochlorite 12.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b)
of interim policy. PM34

[FR Doc.77-12838 Filed 5-4-,77;8:45 am]

[FRL 724-5]
STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Required Revision to the Colorado State
Implementation Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
SUMMARY: The Environmental Protec-
tion Agency Regional Administrator for
Region VIII has determined that the
Colorado State Implementation Plan
(SIP) i$ substantially inadequate to pro-
vide for the- attainment and mainte-
nance of the national ambient 8-hour air
quality standard for carbon monoxide.
This notice requests that the Governor
of the State of Colorado prepare and
submit SIP revisions on a prescribed
scheduled to eliminate this inadequacy.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 3, 1977.

NOTICES

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION.CON-
TACT:

Louis W. Johnson, Chief, Planning and
Operations Section, Air Programs
Branch, Environmental Protection
Agency, Region VIII, 1860 Lincoln
Street, Suite 900, Denver, Colorado
80295, 303-837-3711.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On July 8, 1976 (41 FR 28002), the EPA
Regional Administrator for Region VIII
indicated that the Colorado SIP was in-
adequate to provide for attainment and
maintenance of the national ambient air
quality standards in several dreas of the
State of Colorado. The basis for this de-
termination was an analysis performed
pursuant to the requirements of 40 CFR
Part 51.12, which provides for certain ac-
tions to be performed by the State in Air
Quality Maintenance Areas (AQrtA's)
identified on June 2, 1975 (40 FR 23746),
40 CFR Part 52 (§ 52.341).

In the July 8, 1976 FEDERAL REGISTER
notice, the Regional Administrator indi-
cated that the analysis for carbon mon-
oxide (CO) in the Colorado Springs
AQMA was incomplete and that upon the
completion of this analysis final action
would be taken. After an examination
of the analysis performed,'the Regiofial
Administrator finds, that the Colorado
SIP is substantially inadequate to attain
and maintain the eight-hour national
'ambient air quality standard for CO In
the Colorado Springs AQMA, and that
the SIP should be revised.

The Colorado Springs AQMA encom-
passes El Paso County and was desig-
nated for both total suspended particu-
lates (TSP) and CO. The Regional Ad-
ministrator has previously- determined
(July 8, 1976) the need for a SIP revision
for the attainment and maintenance of
the TSP standards. A CO analysis has
recently been completed for the State
by a consultant. This analysis, El Paso
County AQMA Analysis for Carbon Men-
'oxide, focused upon existing and pro-
jected CO concentrations in the Colorado
Springs metropolitan area. The analysis
results indicate that violations of the
eight-hour CO standard occur at numer-
ous locations'throughout the study area.
Furthermore, the analysis concludes that
"* * * it appears that the current levels
above the eight-hour CO air quality
standard will persist well beyond 19 0
in spite of emission reductions resulting
from the Federal Motor Vehicle Control
Program."

Because the present Colorado SIP does
not address attainment and maintenance
of the CO standard in Colorado Springs,
the Regional Administrator finds the
SIP substantially inadequate in this re-
gard and hereby requests that revisions
be submitted as follows:

1. The State shall prepare and submit
by January 1, 1978, a plan revision con-
taiming-

a. All achievable emission limitations
that are needed to provide for the attain-
ment and maintenance of the national
ambient (eight-hour) standard for car-
bon monoxide for the Colorado Springs
AQM A.

b. A demonstration of the effect on
air quality concentrations of such meas-
ures.

2. If additional controls such as trans-
portation and land use measures are
needed for attainment and maintenance
of the CO standard, the State shall pro-
pare and submit by January 1, 1979-

a. Such measures for attainment and
maintenance of the CO standard In the
Colorado Springs AQMA.

b. A demonstration that the control
strategy will attain and maintain the
national standard.

3. The completed plan must demon-
strate that the national standard for CO
will be maintained in the Colorado
Springs AQMA for a period compatible
with locally developed long term plans,

This notice requires the State to sub-
mit to' the EPA Regional Administrator
for Region VIII, on or before August 3,
1977, a letter Identifying the steps the
State will take to develop the revisions
to its SIP and the designated agencies
responsible for the development of a
control strategy, In accordance with the
time schedule listed above.

All of the applicable Colorado SIP
remains in effect until the plan revision
is submitted by the State to EPA and
is approved by EPA or until EPA promul-
gates substitute or additional regulations.

This notice Is not subject to rulemak-
ing procedures. The need for a plan
revision is based upon a technical find-
Ing by the Regional Administrator which
indicates that the Colorado SIP Is sub-
stantially inadequate and needs to be
revised. Authority for such action is pro-
vided in sections 110(a) (2) (R) and 110
(c) of the Clean Air Act, 1970. Ample op-
portunity for public comment on the
Regional Administrator's determination
of plan inadequacy will be provided dur-
ing the public hearing that the State is
required to hold on the plan revision
before submission to EPA. If EPA must
propose and promulgate Its own regula-
tions, EPA will provide opportunity for
written comments and, If the State held
no public hearings on the revisions, will
provide opportunity for a publid hear-
ing. Authority: Section 110(a) (2) (H) of
the Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C.
1857c-5 (a) (2) (H) and section 10(c) of
the Clean Air Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C,
1857c-5(c).

Although no formal public comment
period is required, the Regional Admin-
istrator strongly feels that the technical
basis for his determination should be
made available to the public. Therefore,
the El Paso County AQMA Analysis for
Carbon Monoxide Is available for public
copying and inspection at the EPA Re-
gion VIII offices, 1860 Lincoln Street,
Denver, Colorado 80295 and at the Colo-
rado Department of Health offices In
Denver, Colorado 80220,

Dated: April 22, 1977.

JOHN A. GREER,
Regional Administrator,

Environmental Protection Agency.
I PR Doc.77-12831 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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[FlL 724-2; OPP-502921

STAUFFER CHEMICAL CO. AND MON-
SANTO AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS CO.

Issuance of Experimentil Use Permits
The Environmental Protection Agency

(EPA) has issued experimental use per-
mits to the following applicants. Such
permits are in accordance with, and sub-
ject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part
172, which defines EPA procedures with
respect to the use of pesticides for ex-
perimental purposes.

No. 476-.EUP-73. Stauffer Chemical Com-
pany Richmond, Caflfornina 94804. This ex-
perimental use permit allows the use of
2,080 pounds of the insecticide N-(Mercapto-
methyl) phthalimlde S-(0,0-dimethyl phos-
phorodithioate) and petroleum oil on forest
acres to evaluate control of spruce budworm.
A total of 3,620 acres is involved; the pro-
gram is authorized only in the States of
Idaho, Montana, New Mexico, and Washing-
ton. The experimental use permit is effective
from April 1. 1977, to April 1, 1978.

No. 524-=-25. Monsanto Agricultural'
Products Company, St. Louis, Missourl 63166.
This experinental -use permit allows the use
of 2,076 pounds of the herbicides alachlor"
and atrazine on corn to evaluate control of
various annual grasses and broadleaf weeds.
A total of 620 acres Is involved; the program
is authorized only In the States of Alabama.
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Con-
necticut. Delaware, Florida, Georgia. Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana.
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan.
Minnesota, -M.isslssippi, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
-York, North lCaroUna, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin. The
experimental use permit is effective from
April 1, 1977, to April 1, 1978. Permanent
tolerance for residues of the active ingre-
dients in or on corn have been established
(40 CFF. 180.220 and 40 CFR 180.249). '

No. 524-EUP-22. Monsanto Agricultural
Products Company, St. Louis, Missouri 63166.
This experimental use permit allows the use
of the remaining supply of 1,680 pounds of
the herbicide isopropylamine salt of Gly-
phosate authorized in a previous experi-
mental use permit; the pesticide will be used
on grapes to evaluate contral of various
perennial and annual weeds. A total of 1,120
acres Is involved; the program is authorized
only in the States of Alabama, Arizona,
Arkansas, California, Georgia, Michigan,
Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and Wash-
ington. The experimental use permit is effec-
tive from March 31. 1977, to March 31, 1978.
A temporary tolerance for residues of the
active ingredient in or on grapes has been
established. _

Interested parties wishing to review
the experimental use permits are re-
ferred to Room E-315, Registration
Division (WH-567), Office of Pesticide
Programs, EPA, 401 M St., SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460. It is suggested that
such interested persons call 202-755-

4851 before visiting the EPA Head-
quarters ,Office, so that the appropriate
permits may be made conveniently
available for review purposes. These files
will be available for inspection from
8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Mond.y through
Friday.
(See. 5, Federal Insecticide. Fungicide. and
Rodenticide Act (FIPRA), as amended (86
Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; (7 U.S.C. 138(a)
et seq.).)

Dated: April 25, 1977.
DOUGLAS D. CAmPT,

Acting Director,
Registration Division.

[FR Doc.77-12837 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[IFRL 723-61

SUBCOMMITTEE FOR AUTOMOTIVE CATA-
LYTIC CONVERTER EXHAUST STUDIES

- Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is
hereby given that the first meeting of
the Subcommittee for Automotive Cata-
lytic Converter Exhaust Studies will be
held beginning at 9:00 axn., May 23.
1977, in room 1112 A, Building 2, Crystal
Mall, 1921 S. Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, VirgInia.

The purpose of the meeting will be to
brief members of the Subcommittee on
the current EPA Catalyst Research Pro-
gram and to plan future activities of the
Subcommittee.

The meeting is open to the public. Any
member of the public wishing to attend
or obtain additional information should
contact Dr. A. F. Forziati, Executive Sec-
retary, Environmental Measurements
Advisory Committee, (703) 557-7720 by
close of business May 20, 1977.

LLOYD T. TAYLOR,
Acting Staff Director,
Science Advisory Board.

APRIL 29, 1977.
[FR Doec.77-12833 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Federal Grain Inspection Service

GRAIN STANDARDS
Indiana Grain Inspection Point

On July 12, 1976, as a result of alleged
violations of the U.S. Grain Standards
Act as amended, and regulations there-
under, Administrative proceedings were
initiated against William F. Christen
proposing revocation of Christen's grain
inspector's license No. 1145 and revoca-
tion of his designation to operate as an
official agency at Decatur, Indiana.

William F. Christen and William F.
Christen Grain Inspection voluntarily

entered into a consent agreement with
the Federal Grain Inspection Service
April 28, 1977, wherein they neither ad-
mit nor deny "the allegations set forth
against them, but do agree to a two
month suspension of his inspector's li-
cense and official agency designation
under the U.S. Grain Standards Act. As a
result of this agreement, William F.
Christen's license No. 1145 and the des-
ignation of the William F. Christen
Grain Inspection, Decatur, Indiana. is
hereby temporarily suspended effective
May 1, 1977, through midnight, June 30,
1977.

In order to provide an orderly continu-
ation of needed official grain inspection
services, the Schneider Inspection Serv-
Ice, Inc.. Cedar Lake, Indiana, is hereby
intermly designated to provide official
grain inspection services from May 1.
1977 through midnight, June 30, 1977, to
the area normally serviced by William F.
Christens Grain Inspection.
(Sec. 7, (Pub. L. 94-582) 90 Stat. 2870 (7

U.S.C. 79). 7 CPR 26'9. 7 CPR 26.1o.)
Effective date: This notice shall be-

come effective May 1, 1977.
Done in Washington, D.C. on April 29,

1977.
Wnsmim T. MAZMrLr,
Interim Administrator.

[FR Doc.77-12893 Flied 5-4-77;8:45 aml

Forest Service
ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENTS UNDER
PREPARATION AS OF MARCH 15, 1977

A list of environmental statements is
here publishd. to provide timely public
information on the status of Forest Serv-
ice environmental statements under
preparation as of March 15, 1977. Per-
sons interested In a particular action and
environmental statement should coitact
the responsible official directly.

For ease in use of this list, statements
are grouped by Forest Service organiza-
tional units proposing the action. State-
ments marked with an asterisk indicate.
in total or in part, land management
planning, developments, or activities
within inventoried roadless areas. Na-
tional Forest inventoried roadless areas
are defined as roadless and undeveloped
areas 5,000 acres or larger, except that
smaller areas adjoining existing Wilder-
ness and Primitive Areas could be in-
cluded. Existing Wilderness and Primi-
tive Areas are excluded from this defni-
tion.

Forest Service field addresses are given
at the end of the listing of environmental
statements.

R. 'Nus PZrrT o,
Deputy Chief, Forest Service.
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Forest Service environmental statements ender preparation as of Mar. 15. 1977

[Forest Service addresses at end of table]

Date draft filed
with Council on

Title of environmental statement Location of proposal Nature of proposal (i.e.. Responsible official Environmental Estimated date
land use, herbicide, etc.) q aalit )r of finalestimat date)

Washington Office:
Pere Marquette National Scenic Manistee National Forest, Mich ---------- Legislation -------------- Chief -------------------- February 1974.. April 1977,

River.
Land Exchange with Lake Forest Superior National Forest, Alian --------- Land exchange --------------- do ..................... July 1970 ....... July 1917.

Enterprises.
AuSable Wild and Scenic River Huron National Forest, Mich --------- legislation ------------------- do -------------------- August 1977 ..... September 1978,

Study.
Manistee Wild and Scenic River Manistee National Forest, Mich ------------ do -------------------- do ..................... February 197S... Do.

Study.
Round Lake Wilderness Study Area. Chequamegon National.Forest, Wis -....... do ------------------------- do ..................... December 1977.. October 1978.
Flynn Lake Wilderness Study Area ---- do --------. ..----------------------------- do ------ ....------------.------ do -------------------- d.do ........... Do.
Crnnberry Wilderness StudyArea... Monongahela National Fdrest, W.Va ------- do ------------------------- do -------------------- October 1978 .... May 1979,
Flaming Gorge National Recreation Ashley National Forest, Utah-Wyo- .... Management plan ------------ do -------------------- September 1970. August 1977.

Area.
Salmon River Wild and Scenic Idaho, --------------------------------- Legislation .........----------- do ---------------- Juno 1975 ....... Juno 1977

River.
*Teton Corridor Wilderness Study- Bridger-Teton National Forest, Wyo --------- do ------------------------- do ..................... September 1970. Do,

Proposal.
Snow Mountain -------------------- Mendocino National Forest, Calif. ---- Wilderness study --------- : ---- do -------------------- January 1978.... July 1978,
Ttuolumne Wild and Scenic River..- Stanislaus National Forest, Calif ------- Wild and Scenic -------------- do ..................... October 1977.... April 1978.
North Fork American River Wild Tahoe National Forest, Calif --------- Legislation ..---------------- do ......-------------- December 1977.. December 1978,

and Scenic.
North Fork American River Wilder- ----do ...... ----------------------- Wildernessstudy ------------ do-... . ....................ness Study Arma

"Great Bear Wilderness Study ---- Flathead, Lewis and Clark National ---- do ------------------------- do --------------.... July 1977 .......
Forests, Mont.

*St. Vra l Wilderness Study--------Arapaho and Roosevelt National For- ----- do ------------------------- do --------------- November 1976.. April 1977.
ests, Colo.

*DuNoir Special Management Unit- Shoshone National Forest, Wyo -- Land use plan ..----------.... do -------------------- May 1977-..-. September 107?,
*Cougar Lakes --------------------- Gifford Pinchot and Wenatchee Na- Wilderness study -............ do -----.............------- do ........ July 1978.

tional Forests, Wash.
*Skagit Wild and Scenic ..-......--- Mount Baker-Snoqualmle National For- Legislative --------------....-- do ------------- Juno 1975 ....... May 1977.

est, Wash.
*Illinois River Study -------------- Siskiyou National Forest, Oreg --------... .-- do ----........-------- do ----------------- June 1977 ........ March 1978.
Lower Minam ----------.---------- Wallowa-Whitman National Forest, Wlldernegs study ............- do ----------------- April 1977 ----- June 1978.

Oreg.
Cooperative Gypsy Moth Suppres- Northeastern United States ---------- Insect control -------------..... .do -------------------- January 1977 .... April 1977.
slon and Regulatory Program-
1977 Activities.

Phelps Dodge (Co pper Basin) ----- Prescott National Forest, Ariz .--------- Land exchange ------ -------.do --------.---------- M arch 1970 ...... June 1977.
*Granite Timber Sale -.......... Tongass National Forest, Alaska .-... Timber sale --- -----............do -------------------- May 1977 ........ Decesibcr 1977,
*Alaska Lumber and Pulp, 1981-.--.do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do ----------------- September 1978 May 1979.

1986 Operating Period.
*Ketchikan Pulp Co., 1979-1984 ---- do --------------------------------------- do .......------------ - ------ do----------------- Decesber 1977 July 1978.

Operating Period.
Sopehoppy Wilderness Study ---- Apalachicola National Forest, Fla. ------ Resource study -------------- do ------.------------ June 1977 ........ November 197?,

Northern region: region 1:
*Beaverhead National Forest ------ Beaverhead National Forest. Mont .... Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor --------- February 1977... August 1977.
Sapphires ------------------------- Bitterroot National Forest, Mont ----------- do ------------------------- do --------------- May 1977 ....... December 1977,

*Bertle Lord-Meadow-Cameron ----------- do ----------------------------- ------------do ------------------------- do ....................... do ........... Do,
Timber Management -------------------- do ---------------------------------- Resource plan ----------- Regional forester --- July 1977 ....... Do.
A Proposal to Reconstruct Big Bitterroot National Forest (Selway- Dam reconstruction ---------- do .............. March 1977 ...... July 1977.

Creek Dam Using Mechanized Bitterroot Wilderness), Mont.
Equipment.

Elk River- -------------------- Clearwater National Forest, Idaho ---- Land use plan.----- Forest supervisor ......... March 1970 ...... April 1977.
Lowell -----. --------------------- do ..... k --------------------------------- do ------------- ..-do _---------------- December 1970.. June 1977.
Clearwater Working Circle Timber .... do - ---------------- Revised timber manage- Regional forester .......... September1977.. March 1978,

Management Plan. ment plan.
Clearwater-St. Joe Divide --------- Clearwater, Panhandle National Forests, Land use nian ----------- Forest supervisors ............. do ........... February 1978.

Idaho.
Big Game Habitat Improvement.._ Clearwater, Nezpere, Panhandle Na- Burning serial brush fields ---- do ..................... January 1977.... Mardti 1977.

tional Forests, Idaho. in northern Idaho.
Silvicultural Use of Herbicides in.- -----do ----------------------------------- Herbicide use ----------- Regional forester ---------- April 1977 ....... July 1977.

Northern Idaho.
Pryor Mountain Complex -........- Custer National Forest, Mont.- .------- Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor.... ..................
Ashland -------............ ...---- .. -- do ----------------------------- do ............-------------- do -------------------- do_...' September 1977,
Bcartooth FaceJ --------------- Custer, Gallatin National Forests- do ------------------ Forest supervisors ----- M May 1977 ....... November1977.

Mont.
Beartooth Plateau 2 --------------- Custer, Gallatin, Shoshone National ---- do --------- . .---------- do ................. July 1976 ....... April 1977,

-Forests, Mont. and Wyo.
Coeur d'Alene- -------------- - St. Joe National Forest, Idaho ------------- do ------------------ Forest supervisor ......... April 1977-
Smith Creel: ----- ..----- -...... Kaniksu National Forest, Idaho --------- -_do ---------------------- do -------------- July 15 - Juno 1975,
Upper Priest ---------------------------- do -- --------------------------- do......--------------- do --------------- Juno 1 .......
Boulder --------------------------------- do .......---- ...------------------------ do ------------------------ do ---------------- August 1970 -- April 1977.
Upper Rock Creek -............- .Deerlodge National Forest, Mont ----------- do ---------------.. . .---- do --------------- February 1977 ... August 1977,
Little Boulder-Whitetail --------------- do ----------------....------------------ do ------------------------- do --------------- August 1977-... December 1977,
Eastsldo-Loekhart-Browns Gulch ------ do -------------------------------------- do --------------------- do ----------- December 1977.. Juno 1978.
Highlands ----.----------..-.....-. .do ----------.------------------------ do -------.-------------- do ------------- November 1978.. March 1979.
Anaconda/Hamilton Transmission Deerlodge, Bitterroot, Lolo National Powerline ----------.... Forest supervisors ------ March 1978 ...... July 1978,

Line. Forests, Mont. I
Anaconda. ------------------------ Deerlodge National Forest Mont ----- Land use plan ---------- Forest supervisor- - May 1978-....... September 1978.
Island ---------------------------. Flathead National Forest, Mont ----------- do --------------------- do ------------- Juno 1977 ----. December 177,
Logan --------------------- ----------- do ---------------------------------- do --------------------- do- - -Aprl 1977 ....... October 1977,
East Shore, Flathead Lake- ----------- do ------------------------ do------------------do------------------d do -- .... o ........... Do.

*Hungry Horso West --------------------- do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do ------------------ August 1977..... February 1918.
Mount Hebgen (Ski Yellowstone).-- Gallatin National Forest, Mont --------- Winter sports --- ..------------- do ------- _---------- September 1970.. May 1(77.
West Half Yellowstone ------------------ do ---------------------------------- L and use plan ------------- d-- do -------------------- August 1977 ..... December 10 ,
Ililgard-Taylor --------------------- ----- do ------------------------------ --- ,.do ----------- d--------------- do ..................... January1978.... May ll'78.
Buck Creek-Yellow Mule -------------- do ---------------------------------- Road construction ----------- do -------------------- September 1970. MAy 1977.
Ophir-Dog-MacDonald Pass-- Helena National Forest, Mont --------- Land use plan --------------- do -------------------- July 1970. .. Marcel 1977.
Mike Horso ---------------------------- do -------..------------.----------------- do-----.. -----------------d o ..................... August 1977 .....
Magpie Confederate --------------------- do -------------------.----------------- do --------------------- do- --------.. .July 1970 ........ Juo 1977,
Colorado-Unlonville-Travis ------------ do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do ------------- November1970.. Deceniber 1977.
East Belt ------------------------------- do --------------------------------------- do --------------------- --- d o -------------------- May 1977 ........ 19arch 178.
Novada-Stemple-Little Prickly ---- do --------------------------------------- do ---------------------... do ..................... Februaryl978...

Pear.
flceeer ----------------------------- Kootena National Forest, Mont ------------ do ----------------------- do ---------....... July 1977 ........ December:1977.
*Hornet ---------------------------------- do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do --------..... .------ March 1977 ...... September 1977.
pinkham-Alkall-Fortine --------------- do ---- . .. .. ..----------------------------- do ------------------------- do .......................... do ........... August 1977.
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* YVermi1on-rBeavi-Marten- --- ver--a--- do.-' .. do ..................... do....... July 17 .. January 1978.
'Lick Mountain-Rock Candy ------------ do- ... ...................... June 1793-..... December 197.
*Staf ............................... ------ do ...... ------------------------- do ......... ....... do...............dd... ........ ..... Do.
Ziegler --------------------- ------------ do ...........................do................do............. October 107- ....
Rocky Mountain Front ---------- Lewis and Clark National Forest, Mont. ...... do .......... do . ..... -- April IM -.. September19T.
Smith River and Logging Pilgrim .-.... do -------------------------------------- do ................ do ........ . August I ....- January 197.
YogoaBear and Dry Wolf ............... do-..... --------------------------------- do ......................... do .............. January197.. June 19N.'Plaid-.Blanchard ............... Lelo National Forest, Mont ................do...................do ..... ........ February 107-- August 1,M.

'Ninemile-Mill .................... ...... do ........................ . do ............... ... do . .... ........- July 1976 - April1977.
-Prospect Crek... ..f- ----- . . . .--- do ... .................. ..do...... Augu....... April17 7.

'Lewer Rock Creek- ............. do .............. do ............. do . .---- ............ Septemberl97. March1978.
'Sacajawea-Cutoff--... --.................. d . do ............. do- --.......... August 1977.-- January 198.
West Nezpere...................N ezperce National Forest, Idaho.. -........do ............... do ........... October 19-.... February 9M.
Blue Ridge---.... -......... .d ----.... ..................... .. -------- -- do ................ June l9M.-- December IT".
Crooked Creek Orogrande ..... -.-. do . . ..... do .... .......------ .do. ............ August 1977--- February I97.
Meadow reel..-..............do ....................... do................do...........October177.... Do.
Hot Point ------- - -.. - -.... do ........ . ............. .do ............. do ......... My 197l September 1977.
Timber Management P-an. ........... indo J............................... do ........... l ReOn aler ....... June 197 -- October 197.

Western Spruce Budworm Manage- Northern region: Montana, Idaho, Management of Spruce -. do.....------ arch 1977-.- May 107.
ment. North and South Dakota. Budworm.

Rocky Mountain region, region 2:
*Boulder Grand-Dlvlde. ..... ..... Arapaho and Roosevelt National For- land use plan......... FotsurvLr .... November 1976.. July ITM.

ests. Colo.
*East Grand County -........ Arapaho National Forest. Col. ......... do .....--------------. do .......... June 1977.-- November 19.
NorbeckWildlife Preserve .----- Black Hills National Forest. S. Dak. .,..do ..... .....- do..............do...... Decemberl97.

and Wyo.
*East River........ Gunnison National Forest, Col ......... do .....------------. do ..... ---------- Deember1975 _. September197.-
-Grand Mesa-Muddy CreekG........ Cunnison and Graid Mesa National -.do ..... .....- do..... .....-July 1--78 .....---- December1978.

Forests. Colo.
*Kennady Peak ........ ........ Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo. ............ .do........... June l97....... December 1917.
'HustonPark-Area (Proposed Chey- .... do .................... Water dIversIon..........do.. ........ December 1976.. May1977.

enne Water Diversion ProlectY.
Bear Creek Uranium Prolct_ .... l..........................Mlneral derelopment.... leagonal Forester, USGS, __.do ...... March 1977.. NRC.
Management of Prairie Dogs... All lands administered as a part of the Management of Prairie Forest supervl-.r ...... April 19"/7 .... October 197.

Nebraska National Forest, S. Dak. Dogs.
and Nebr.

*Southern San Juan ............... Rio Grande and San Juan National Landuse plan ............ do - - --............ September . July1978.
Forests Colo.; Carson National For-
est,N.11ex.

-South Fork ........ . Rio Grande National Forest, Col ....... do................ dn ............ May 197"/ ..... Septemberl977.
Timber Management Supplement ..... do ......----------------.. Resource plan ..... Regional Fomester. ... do..
Timber 3ianagen ent. .....- .. Roosevelt National Forest Colo........do...............de............ June 1977-..... Novembet197T.

*BearsEars Unt. ..... Routt NationalForest, Coi: ......... Land use plat. ..... FcremtSupervLr. ....-- June 1976-.... April 1977.
-Williams Fork .....................-.. do ..........................- do -. - --..... October 1977..-- July 18.
*Arkansas Planning Unit -....... San Isabel National Forest, COl- ... do ............... do .....----- - Ju.... September1977.
Dolores.................. an Juan National Forest, Colo ........ do ............... do .------- September976. Do.

*Pagosa. Springs-- Ju.............................do.............do .June 1977..... DecemberIT..
*South Animas__ - -................. do .............. .............. do ......-..... d ............ --- do....... Do.

------------------------------------ d.................do............ d....----January 197..-- July 1978.*BeartoothPlateauUnit(withregion Shoshone, Gallatin, and Custer Nao- .do. .............. do ............ July In a- ----- June19-7.
1). tional Forests, Mont. and Wyo.

*Thompson Creek Unit.........___ White River National Forest, Co................. ......... ....- Augut1976... April1977.
*UpperEagle Unit-..... ........... do........... .... .... do.............. d ....--.... April 1977 .... August 197.
Timber Management ........ d ...... .--o............................ Resource pa... Regionaltfster-- Februaryl976. AprilIL
'age-Aspn .... ..........do.................. Land use plan ........ Formtsupcrv - -r...... March197..... July 1977.
Upper Crystal ................ .o ...................... d ............... do ....... ----------- December 1975-- April 197.

Southwestern region, region 3:
Barometer ....................... Apache-SitgreavesNatlonal Forest, Ariz ..... do ........ .......... do ............... April1 --.---- September 1T9.
Sitgreaves TM ..... --................... do ................................. Resource plan .......... Regional fareser ......... June January 1973.
Red River Ski Area Expansion ... Carson National Forest ............... Winter sports .................. do ................... March I= -. M- say 197.

'Manano Mountain ............... Cibola National Forest, N. Me. ........ Land use plan ............ Fort uper-tcr........ June 19--7.... December197.
Cinder Hills ................... Coconino National Forest, Ariz .............. do ................... do .................... March 1978 .. October 197 .
Oak Creek .............................. do ............................. do ......................... do ................... .January 1N9.... June 1979.
Huachuca -................... ... Coronado National Forest. Arz ...... do .........................do ................ June I' . October 19T7.
Rosemont _- ............................. do ................................ Land exchange ........ d......o..................... do .......... Do.
*Gin TM Plan ..................... Gila National Forest, N. Mex ......... Resource plan .......... Regional foreter. July l ,7.........u March 197.

Gilita Unit ......... ........... do .......................... Land use plan .......... Forestr upervisor .... April 19,7.....--November919T.
Algaecide Treatment .................. do ....................... ......... Weed control ............... do .........-..... Decomber 17.. Apr 197.
Geothermal Leasing....................... Mineral l-a--n--.............---d-.................. Jner ........... December 197.Williams Unit ...................... Kabab National Forest, Ariz ........ Land use plan .......... Regional forester ......... October 10 -.... April 1973.
South Kaibab TM Plan ................ do ................................. Resource plan.............. do .................... . 19 7 . October1977.
Eagle Cree-Dam & Reservoir.-._.-Lincoln National Forest, N. Me. .... City waterstarae ........ Forest supervisor ............ do. .-... Do._'Ruidoso Unit .------.......... do ................................. Wilderness addition ............ do ................ October1 .... Janurry1 .
Clouderoft' Unit-.. -................... do ................................ Land use plan ................. do ................. July 19 ... November 19.
Gordon Canyon Pipeline .............. do ................................ Cityxaterarupply ......... do ............... Apri 19Apri ...... Aug= 1978.'Thumb Butte Unit ............... Prescott National Forest. Ariz ......... Land use plan ............ do ............... June I. ----- September 1978.

'Santa Fe Unit .................... Santa Fe National Forest, N. Mex . do..................do................ September 197 7. December IT.
*.Peros Unit ............................ do ....................................... do ................... do .............. .. July IT ........ October 19T7.
Gaina Unit-......... .. Santa Fe National Forest, N. Mex ........ do .......----------.... do .. ..- - July 1976... Mity 1977.
Western Spruce Budworm Suppre- .... do .... ...... ............. do ............- Reglanalfarster..... January197,-.. Do.

sion and Evaluation.
Upper Salt Unit..... . Tonto National Forest, Aria.... ....- do.-Forest supevlsr... . June 197.... November978.

Intermountain region, region 4
Timber Management Plan ........ Ashley National Forest, Utalhl...... Resource plan ..- . - egbconal fOnzeter ----- 3ch1 Tr,--- September 151..

*High Uintas South Slope .....-........ do ...................... Land rmagement plin... Forest serlrv*.r..... May I=..- December 197.
Timber Management Plan-....... Boise National Forest, Idaho. . ..... Resource plan ..- Regional farester..... May 6. .... June 1977.

'South Fk. Salmon River.. ......... oise-Payette National Forest's, Idaho.. and management plan. .... do....----- .----- Jana 1977.... April1977.
Landmn kPlanning Unit (ameuded) Boise National Forest, Idaho ..- - ---- ....... ..-... do ................ . . ,-May 19#7.

*Union Pas Planning Unit...... Bridger-Teton National Forest. Wyo......do............-Forest superv!:r...... January 197-7.- August 1977.
Greys-Salt River Planning Unit ..... do......... ....... do -....----.----.... do.--------- April Uo...------ November T.

*Timber Management Plan ........-.. do -.................. Resource plan ..- tegional forester-------.do...... September 19-.
*Diamond Creek Planning Unit-.- Caribou National Forest, Idaho ......... Land management plan.. Forest supervisor ....... May 197 . June 19T..
*Bear River Planning Unit ............. do ..................................... do ...................... do .................... Apil1977 ... August I97.
Challis-Squaw CreekPlanning Unit. Challis National Forest. Idaho .............. do .............. do................ September I9T. March 1978.
Slarkagunt Plateau Planning Unit.. Dixie National Forest, Utah ............do..... d .................. do ..... . October 197 .... March 1977.

*Paunsaugunt-Sevier Planning Unit .. do ....................................... do ......................... d .................... July 197 . December 197.
*Fremont Planning Unit .......... Fishlake National Forest ............... do .................... ............... Jue 197....... Do.
*Tushar Mtns. Planning Unit ............. do ........................... M.......... Novemberirs.
Mt. Moroah Planning Unit. Humboldt Nat------ore- ..ev......... do .........................do ............... September1977. June1978.
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*Moab Planning Unit it........... Manti-LaSal National Forest, Colo.- ----- do -------------d----------- do -------------------- January 1978 .... April 1978.
* Utah.

*Ferron-Price Planning Unit ........ Manti-LaSal National Forest, Utah ---------- do ...................- do .......... July 1078,
*Warren Planning Unit---------- Payette National Forest, Idaho ------------ do --------------- --------- do ------------------ March 1977 ...... Juno 1977,
*McCall Planning Unit--------------do ----------------- -: - -do ---------------------- do .............. August 1977 ..... November 1977,
'Timber Management Plan ---------- Salmon National Forest, Idaho ------- Resource plan ---------- Regional forester- Juno 1978 ....... December 1978,
*Leesburg Planning Unit ------------.--. do -------------------------------- Land management plan.. Forest supervisor - M----- Alarch 1977 ...... September 1977.
*Leadore Planning Unit ------------ do---------------------------- do. ------------------- do------------- .April 1977 ....... Do.
*Divido Planning Unit ------------- do--------------------------- .... do --.................... -do---- --------- January 1978 .... June 1978.
Albion Planning Unit ------------ Sawtooth National Forest Idaho ---------- do ------------------------ do .................... April 1977 ....... October 1977,

*Island Park Planning Unit_ ----- Targhee National Forest, Idaho-------. do------------------ do------------------ ......................... do .......... Do,
:Big Hole Mountains Planning Unit --- do---- do -------- - ------------ do ------------------ September 1977. January 1978.
Timber Management Plan ---------- do--------------------------Resource plan ----------- Regional forester .......... November 1977.. April 1978,
Island Park Geothermal Leasing - d------- do ---------------- ------.. .-------- do -------------------- Forest supervisor - April 1978 ....... September 1978.

*Alpino Planning Unit ------------ Toiyabe National Forest, Nev.-Calif .... Land management plan ------ do ....................- Juno 1976 .. August 1977.
*Iobble-Dlamond Planning Unit ... Uinta National Forest, Utah -------------- do ------------------------ do ------------------ July 1977 ...-.... December 1077.
Strawberry Mountain Planning ---- do --- ..................-------- do --- - do------------------ ......................... do .......... September 1977,

Unit.
Strawberry Mountain Planning Uinta National Forest, Utah ---------- do------------------ do------------------ .......................... do .......... September 1977.

Unit.
*North Slope Planning Unit --------- Wasatch National Forest, Utah ------------ do ------------------------- do ..................... March 1970 ...... Do.

Salt Lake Land Management Plan ----- do --------------------------------------- do ------------------. do ---------- -. -........... May 1977 ........ October 1977.
California region, region 5:

*San Gabriel ------------------- Angeles National Forest, Calif ---------- Land use plan -------------- do -------------- April 1977 ....... Do.
Bouquet Canyon ------------------------ do -----..................---.--------- Recreation plan --------- Regional forester-::::::::: Juno 1977..... September 1977.

*Trabuco ........------------------ Cleveland National Forest, Calif -....... Land usa plan ---------- F Forest supervisor .......... March 1977 ......- January 1978,
*Descanso --------------- ---------- do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do -------------------- Juno 1979 ........ Juno 1980.
Volcanovill ------------ ...------- Eldorado National Forest, Calif ------------ do ------------------------- do ------------------ Juno 1970 ........ March 1977.
Timber Management Plan ------------- do ---------------------------------- Resource plan ----------- Regional forester .......... March 1977 ...... June 1977.
Sierra Ski Ranch ------------.......... do ---------------------------------- Wintersports ------------ Forest supervisor .............. do ........... Do,

*Mammoth ------------------------- Inyo National Forest, Calif ----------- Land use plan ----------------- do -------------------- J uly 1977 ........ October 1977,
Mono Basin ---------...........- ... do ------- - .................------------ do ------------------------- do ..................... December 1977.. March 1978,
Bishop Creek ..---------- - .........----- do -------------- - -do...-------o------- do------ ............... April 1977 ....... October 1977.
Long Valley KGRA ------...--- - nyo National Forest and associated Geothermal leasing, ex- Forest supervisor Inyo October 1977 .... March 1978.

national resource lands. ploration and develop- National Forest, and
mont. Bakersfield District

Manager, BLM,
-------------------- Klamath NationalForest. Calif -.....-. _--Land use plan ---------- Forest supervisor - M----- March 1970- ...... May 1977.

Grider'.-- -...- ----------------------- do ---- ----------------------- ---------- do ------------------------- do ----------------- April 1977 ....... November 1977.
*Almanor--------------------------- Lassen National Forest, Calif -------------- do ----------.------------- do -------------- M ay 1977 ........ August 1977.,
Big Sur Coastal -------------- Los Padres National Forest, Calif. -------- do ----------------... ......... do --------- December 1970.. Juno 1977.

*it. Pines ------------------....---..... do --------------------------------- do ------------------------- do ............... . December 1977.. Juuno 197$.
0Middle Eel ------ ----------..--M endocino National Forest, Calif ---------- do ----------------------- .. do ----------------- April 1977 ....... October 1977.
Timber Management Plan -.. .......... do ----------------------------- --------- do -------------------- Regional forester -J----- June 1977 ........ December 1977.

*Medicine Lake --------------.... Modoe National Forest, Calif --------------- do --------------- -. Forest supervisor ............... do ..... September 1977.
Warner Mountain --------------.... do ----------------------------------- do ------------.--------- do ----------------- December 1977.. May 1978.

*Mohawk --------------------- Plumas National Forest, Calif- --------- do ---------------------- do ------------ - July 1970 ........ July 1977.
Feather River-.- -------do...................... do ------------------- do ------------ March 1978 ...... December 1978.
T-inn -Valiey " ................... do ........------------- ------ do ------....----- -October 1979.... July 1039,
Eastern Plumas ----------- - do ---------- .............----- -do ------------------ do ----------------- November 1979.. Juno 1931.
Timber Management Plan- :z.... Angeles, Cleveland, Ls Padres and San Resoro eplak ----------- Regional forester - M------ May 1977 ........ August 1977.

Bernardino National Forests Calif.
Big Bear Basin ------------ San Bernardino National Forest, Calif. Land Us eplan ---------- Forest supervisor ............... do -......... December 1977.
Liltle Kern---------- - -Sequoia National Forest, Calif ----------- d do ---------------- ----------- 7o ................... December 1976.. April 1977.
Plateau ---------------------- --- --do .----------------------------- do ------------------------ do ------------------- February 1978... July 1978.
Hume ---------------------------------- do -------------------------------------- do ------------------------ do ------------------ August 1978 ..... January 1979.
Tule ----------------------------------- do ---------------------- ------------- do --------------------- do ----------- ......... August 1979 ..... February 1980.
South Fork Mountain ----------- ShsSa-Tginity National Forest, Calif ------ do ------------------------ do ------------------- April 1977 ...... July 1977,
Girard-AleCloud ------------------------ do - -z ---------------------------......... do ------------------------ do --------------- M May 1977 ....... September 1977
Flunme-Boliemotosh --------------------- do --------------------------- ---------- do ------------------------ do .................... September 1978. December 1978,
Timber Management Plan ....- Tahoe National Forest, Calif- ----- - Resource plan -------- Regional forester ---------- July 1977 ........ November 1977.
Forestlill-Hell Hole --------------- Tahoe and Eldorado National Forests, Land use plan ------- -- Forest supervisor ......... October 1978 ... May 1979.

Calif.
Nevada City ----------------------- Tahoe National Forest, Caif ....-------------- do -------------------- do .................... October 1979 .... May 1080,
Dowvnlevlle - -------- - -- o -- --do-.... -------------------------- do --------- d---------------- d .................... October 1989 ... lay 1081.
Rancl eria ................... .Sierr National Forest, Calif --------------- do -------------------- do ----------- September 1970. April 1977.

*Kings River -------------------------- do ------------ -------------------------- do --------------------- do ---------- August 1977-.... February 1978,
*Pinerdge-Kalser ------------------------ do -------------------------------------- do ------------------ do-- ----------------- do ...... I.... Do.
*Chiqulto-B Lake ----------------- do. -------------------------------------- do ------------------------ do ......................... do ......... Do
'Mariposa------- ------------------ d------- ---------------------- d------------------do-----------------d-----------do.............o...... Do.
*lpper San Joaquin-------------- do----------------------------------------------- do ---------------------- do ........................ - do .......... Do.
Timber Management Plan ------------- do --------------------------------- Resource plan ---------- R Regional forester .......... October 1977 .... January 1978,
Fox Supplement ------------------- Six Rivers National Forest, Calif -....... Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor ......... August 1977..... December 1977.
Chimney Rock Section of G-O ----- do ------------------..------------------ do ------------------------ do .................... April 1977 ....... August 1977.

Read.
Wasbo Nation Cultural Center ---- Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit.. - Educational-recreation .... LTBMU administrator ........ do .......... November 1977.

*Unit Plan for National Forest lands ---- do ---------------------------------- Land use plan --------------- do ------------------- October 1978 .... July 1979
In Tahoe Basin.

Pacilflo Northwest region, region 6:
*Colville-East ----------------------- Colville National Forest, Washington ------ do -------------------- Forest supervisor .......... August 1977 ..... M .arch 1978,
*farvey Creek -------------------- do ------ i --------------------------------- do ------------------ ---- do --------------- May 1077 ........ September 1077.
'Kettle Range ------------ -- do ... -------------------------- do ----------------- - do --------------- ::...October 1976 .... Juno 1977.
*Sullivan-Sal-no--- ------------------. do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------- do ------------- April 1977 ....... November 1977.
Tonasket --------------- ------------ Colville and Okanogan National Forests- do -------------------- Regional forester-.:::::::: June 1977 ........ April 1978,

- Wash.
*10-Year Timber Management Plan. Colville National Forest,Wash -------- Resource plan --------------- do -------------------- ctober 1977.... June 1978.
*Deschutes -------------------- Deschutes National Forest. Oreg- Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor ......... August 1977 ..... December 1977.
*Fremont ------------------------ Fremont National Forest, redo ------------------------ ..................... October 1977 .... April 1978,
*10-Year Timber ------------------------------ ---------------------- Resource plan.------------Rcgional forester ......... July 1977 ........ October 1977.
*10-Year Timber Management Plan-. Klamath Basin W.C., Fremont and -. do--- ----------- do------------------- .......................... do .... Do,

Winema National Forests Oreg.
*Bear Creek ------------------- Gifford Pinchot National lForest, Wash._ Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor ......... May 1977 ........ December 1077.
*Cowlitz ------------- -----.... - do. ----------------------------- do ---------- do--------------- ................... August 1977 ..... February 1978.
Urapper-Siouxon ------------------------ do-------------------- ....-------------- do ------------------------- do ..........-- .-........ April 1970 ....... April 1977.
Upper Cispus------------------------ do---------------------------------- do --------------------- do ---- _t.... April 1077.,...Novemiber 1977.

'Naches-Tieton-White River --------- Gifford Pinchot, Mlt. Raker-Snoq. and ---- do -------------------- Regional forester .......... May 1977 ....... July 1078.
Wenatchee National Forests Wash.

*Dcsolation ------------ ------------ M alhebr, Umatilla and Wallowa-Whit- ---- do ------------------------- do -------------------- February 1978... August 1978,
man National Forests, Oreg.

John Day -------------------------- Afalheur and Umatilla National Forests - do ------------------------- do -------------------- February 1970... July 1977.
Oreg.

*Slvles-Malheur --------------------- Malheur, Ochoco and Wallowa-Whltman ----.do -------------------------- do 7 ---------------- J uno 1977... ... December 1977,
National Forest's, Oreg.
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'South Fork .... Malhcur and Ochoco National Fcrezts, .do ..... . . ...... .... da ......... .-. AMUst1
0reg.

10-Year Timber Management Plan- .alheur, Umatwia and WnllowaWihlt- Weurc I= ................. do ................. .. Li=..... D¢e l I=-T,.
man Rational Forests, Oreg.

BrenSMac Mines ----- ----- Mount flaler-noti. National Forests , Acces roc-A and zldn. -- -- rch -~ -----
Wash.Green~~~~ ~~ -i-r............. --.... do ................................. _ Watcrbhcd rrn, .-yracn ..... do .......... .... -FL ? -5,_ ------- ,79

Green River ------------------- d-------------Wtrlz 7a~rc~~o-------Frs ~ oztri-9Plan.
Mt. Baker- ...................----- -do ............................... Land u.x 'an ................. do ....... Au±1_ -.. FeLmarr.
Sykoh ..... .......--------------- Mount Balxr-SQueq. and Weunae .... do.................... .f.'.A .... temkr I'. J2 I3_-.

National Forest-, WYash.
*Badger-Yordan -------- -------- -Mount Hood Natlonal Ferret, Org ....-- do ---------------..... . Fi- nrrv .--.--.-.- DvmTcr XC _ . I Y
*Bull Run ............................ do -------- . -------------------...--- ----- do.----------- . .do ----- --------- Au. 1. . Ap17l6 IS

7
.

Cckama .------------------------- do-do ...................... .. ..... do. Tune.573 ---- No-a.: irlI'7 .
*ML HoodInteragency --- ----------- do ------.--------------------------- do ..................... do .. . !LaC1 157.- Itu.I .,77.
Mt. Hood Meadows ....- ------------- do-- -dSki Ar- - -Dr------- ..........---- ay 1977 ------ Octocr 107.

"10-year Timber 3Eanagement Plan. .-... do --------------................... t-.. ure p ............ R-------Iioal . . A1u57 I-..... 7.
G and ---...--.-..----.----..-- c-oco National Forc, OrL ........... Land u=e plan .------ Fo..rezs uprvi" ----- Av Ae7= .r. _ 1-uary", l7.

"Ohoco-Crooked River ....------------ do ......-.................. . ...... .................... d ................... . tc r K77- March 1h:.
*10-Year Timber Management Plan ----- do -------------------------- _------- -Rlurci tao i........... Ranal -....... .v ._. , r7

'North Central Washington Spruce Okanogan mid Wenatclc . l halcn le uz ......... do ........... . erry .. Aues1 iIt,.
Budworm Project. Forests Wash.

'Canal Front ... - --------- Olympie$Zatfonal Fcre, Wah ........ I ra!,tld rv r - 3u .. . ...... o. -- mIrvifT ....... .-
1I0-Year Timber .ManagementPlan.. Shelton Sus. Y10d Unit, cljyn.j'! It .r, --l --at ........... r ............... ......... D.nt.r .

a- ntional Forest, Wash.
.... Do ------------------------------ Ohmpie W. C., ne n,oal d- ..... do ........ ......... do ....- -........ 'm . my .

Forest. Wash.
o ............ ----------------- Rogue River National Fr., Oreg .......... do ..... .............. do .................... Yv ...... Octor1i.

-McLoughin-Klanaath ------------- Roue River end Winva Ntaounzl ................ d ......... ..........-. --------------.. 7 ....-.. Spc mLrI.
rorcst's Ore-.

North Siskiyu -------------------- Roue River and Sitkiycau National ..... Lz, Et,-Dd ...... -E .%
Forests, Oreg.; RKUlAh National
Forest. CahL

Upper Ro-ue .......----------------- Ro-ue River and Unlua Natf ml .... o............... ----------- c: " I .
Forest, Ores.

'Cheieo-Greyback ----------------- Siklyou National Ft rest. Or ...-........... do .................... . -Jul .I,-. ........ Do.
Coquile ------------. .------------- do --------... .............................. do .......................... doJnuary 157.....-, Dcm er L7':.
iogue-llinois ------------................. do -------------------...................... do__ ........................ do ... ..... .......... ,Cu'aEr L Jly L=4.

*10-yr Timber Management Plan- d............................. Land tz, plau ............ cn-f--- -- i---- ....... jopveimter ,7A_ 2reb U7.
* 4sa_:- --------- Siuq1:,w National Free-t, Or.; ---- Land tmuse ..... ra- - _-oe eu~...- N'sncL.. ----- 15

*Hebo .................................- do ------------------------............ do ........................ do -Jy 17 ... o 17.
Siuslaw_ -.--------- do --------............................... do ......................... dc .... ----------- vcm . ApnfL.
l-r Timr anaement Plan d o. ---------- r do ................................. e -..--------. cgies fre".... 3Lci 1?.7 .... Dms U," ___.
Egin......------------------ Umatilla National Fret, Ore ........ Land u.ie plan ............. ---- Fe . Nov erF7.. 'May t75.

*Oregon Butte ..........................- do------------------ ............. do................... d .................. Juno i7..... .ril .
*Grande Ronde --------------------- UmatiIla and Wallwn-WIntmn Na- o .....-do ............... ......... U, G.ily tL.

% tional Forests. Ores.
Umpqua_ -- - - .............. Uixnpqtua National Forest, Orej----------do---------------Forest 'r . Jare 1., ........... o..mer ....

Applegate Creek Water Impound- ..-.- do -------------------------- t...... - 'cssures 1' .................. do_ ................... ulyJuly T" .---- fscrmt:L 1.
ment.

10-vr Timber Management Pla .---------- do -------------...... ....... ... do ..................... Ic - r -f, -r r " .......... r c 7.
Burnt Powder --------- - Wrilowa-Whitniat XWtIoeal Fcrtzt. Land use pta;....... sal v .........--- Jusc 1S..., _ Noreiner lj"'.

mt. Howar. .-------------------o------- do .............. _.................... '--re n d.pnt-..... d. .............. 'm ,cri J. ry I." plan.

KMttitas --------------- ----- Wenatehee Naicual Fort-2t, Wash-....L.A tr us-a n..-----------..do.................N e s 3rE t is L;
*Wenatchee ORV Plan -------------- do. -------------------- Off.rod e eu- --- ..... d- ....-................. L y I... Mah 1.

'Bellnp Springs ......----------- Willamette Natonal Forest, Or'- Geothermal dc, slelnnt. flt-glaf;cstr. .......... -p!cmt r 1-. -- AL,-.
Breitenbush -............... ------ -do ...-.--------------.................... do ....................... do ................... (t,'clcr Jl.. -; L.l-

-Willamette LU/TMPlan --------- do------------------...................L...... L u put i . ..... do_- ....... -Ju, 17 ...... A' .re tiree plan.
Southern region, region 8:

Coneuh Unit Plan and Timber Co.ecuh .ational FLre-t, Ala ..... Land mnnnzr mnoit and Forct cu:rvLr =n1 re- 3L-r~mncr 9Th_ M.- l.
Management Plan.- resuroe Pait-. pfo al N.Ls!ser.

Lake Russell Unit ----------------- 0hattahooshee National Frezt, Ga ..... m!n _Zercut plan... Fcr!mt ulerv. .....- 
0

c/merl,,_ August I7
South Slope .--------- -------------- do ------------------------------------- do ................. .do .. F,emcrG ov- -7.
Oconee ------- Oconee National Fors------ ----------.. do .........-.............. do D.....ber... D . Tsmrer 15-S.
TimberlManagement Plan ----- Chattahoochee National Furcst. Ga .... I tSour pLX -. .. _.. lIeI Sal fo.t'r .... J- u 17.---...u - A pil117S.
Wakull Unit ApIachieola National Forest. Fla .... Ld , . t plan... FPrest iur r. . ...... Ar-u 15"7..- . 3-u---ary 3.
FrancisMa.rionNational Forest Unit FranelsMartonNatlonalForest, S. C ......... do ......................... do .................... ------ -Norraber15 Au-ust .I.-
Massanutten Unit -.------- - George Wshington National rort, Va ...... do ...................... do............. July fa .
Forest Land management plan .....- .. do .... .......................... do ..................... do .................... --- -Dm r V7'. Sefmterl..
CaveMountain LkeUnitPlan.... JeffonNaonalFore V.. ... .do...................... do ................... bruyI94_. June
Mt. Rogers National Recreation Area -.-.. do.-- do--------------... do .................... e.7_ _ Jury .
3gh nob Unit- ------.---------- do -------------------------------- do- - .....................do--- . Auz".t 151"i"_. Dc 'ran'e 1=
Revised 10-yr Timber 3anagement ---- do --------------------..... -- urc ................... ...... Jars ---- 7... ..... Septc-mrr lC,7.

Plan.
Vernon PlanningUnit ------------ Msatthle National Forest,La ---------- Laud manncmenct plan.. Forcts -x escr ....... Scptcmlcr15G. July 1.
Elsatchie Unit -------------------------- do -------------------------------------- do ......................... do ------------... A EuT _ 1 _7.. LachI I7e.
Timber Management Plan ....... Ozark Nationnl Forest. Ark ----------- R urco plan ..... .. Reg-f"'c.....- _ Il " a Dec tcr7.
St. Francis Unit and Timber -Man- SL Franels National Forest, Arik ........ Land zmrgwct and r- Forest -nre,-v isendr Ae-'il . .....l------ Jurs Ia

agement Plan. " nrom plan. glon f-reecr.
Wedingtonnit ------------------ OzarkIationalForest, Ark ............. Landmnanamctplan. Frlaztzp-z .-. AugtI .... March E±'P.
L Lee Creek-Unit --------------------d o ----------------------------- do ......................... do .................. July 7, _.... DeccieriaT.
Mlulberry Unit -- ....... .------- do-- ---------------- -- -- ....... Angst I.i . March .
Sabine Unit- Sabine National Forest, Ter do----------------- do---------------Naver Septemb,-er 15-
Sam Houston Unit Plan ..--------- S am Houston National Ferest, Tcx. ...-- do-. . o-............. cptmterl57. ay 1Y 

E
7...

Timber ManageentPlan Angelina National Forest, Tex .......... urcol-............ c ralcr.... Jusaa 1-.... Dem l sr"7.
Davy Crockett TM Plan-.....-----...do ---- ..... ..... July Do..... l.
Caribbean Cari........ . Crbbean National Forest P R ........ Landanin-rmntplan... Fort. do ........ March 1r,-.

r trt !n . cu- =p~c ------ ---- DcccmzTer1..Ho~l~prigs-TombgL~Timber Holly Springsand TomV.-Ki National R tro l ..... Rf~l ~ ___Lu1 -__Dcncr 7
Mnagement Plan. - Forest Miss.

Blank Creek Unit---------.... DeSoto National Forcst, M -........... Iand m=ama.s=scmt tn.... Frc rv br = & P =.. tz'rhjll January 17a.
DeSoto National Forest Timber ---- do. e-ur-- ---- -. - Itco:i plan........ July f.Juay 77...--_ PembarI 77.

Management Plan.
Timber Management Plan- Cro.an National Forest, N.o .....-..-.... d- -................... -do .................... . ovmr
South Fourche.Unit- - -.- Ounchita National Forest, Azlr -------- L-and manamet rlan.. Fc i'rt _-uiern:r ... August 157G-- July 1177.
Foumche la Fave Plan o o.. do ...... Na7mbcrIT._ Mray 1973.
Manmel1Saline Unit. ............... do .................................... do . ................. do.-..--- Anu st l2.. February 1j7L
Tia-Unit --------------- -.------- do- . ............ .........- - do ..-. -- do - ------------- Decomberll7f. Ocoter-1177.
Talimeaa Unit Plan_. ...---- -.. do ...-------- --------------------- do. ............ Novcmtbr7_ Jiune 1,,5.
Timber Management Plan ..----------.... do ------------------------------ Resource pLan. ReIonalfeirester -....... Dcemterl.. Do.

tUnaka -U--. ...... Cherokee National Forest, Tenn -.-... land mn cnt plan. Foret up:Wzcr ___ June 1127. October 1577.
French Broad Unit ------ -------------- d o -................... do .. ...................-------------. tmer17. 1 .
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Date draft filed
with Council on

Title of environmental statement Location of proposal Nature of proposal (i.e:, Responsible offlical Environmental Estimated date
land use, herbicide, etc.) Quality (or of final

estimated (late)

Management of Laurel River Unit. Daniel Boone National Forest, Ky ---------- do --------------------- do ----------- - February 1976... August 1971.
Management Licking River Unit --------- do --------------------------------------- do ----------------------- do ----------- -May 1977 -..... October 1977.
Mantagment, of Cumnberland River ---- do---------------------------------- do --------------------- do---------------- ... September 1977.. March 1978.

Unit.
Greenwood Land & Mining Co- .....do ----------------------------------- Prospecting ------------- Regional forester ---------- February 1977... October 1977.
Beaver Creek Wilderness.

Ocala TM Plan -------------------- Ocala National Forest, Fla ------------ Resource plan ---------------- do -------------..... August 1977 ..... November 1977.
Eastern region, region 9:

Buzzard Swamp Unit ----------- Allegheny National Forest, Pa --------- Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor... ..... October 1976 .... April 1977.
Mill Creek Unit ----------------- do --------------------------------------- do ------------------------ do -------------------- December 1977.. June 1978.
Timber Managenient Plan -------------- do ---------------------------------- Resource plan ----------- Regional forester ---------- November 1970. March 1977.
Off-Road Vehicle Use ------------------ do ------- ------------------ Regulations ------------- Forest supervisor ------ April 197 -....... Do,
Timber Management Plan --------- Chequamegon National Forest, Wis - R--- Resource plan ----------- Regional forester ---------- October 1976.... June 1977.
Deerfleld River Area ------------- Green Mountain National Forest,Vt ..... Land use plan ---------------- do ---- _----------- January 1976 .... April 1977.
Timber Management Plan ------------- do ------------------------------ --- Resource plan --------------- do --------------- December 1970.. Juni 1977,

Do ----------------------------- Huron-MIanistee National Forest, Mich ---- *do ----------------------- do ........... .July 1978 ........ December 1978,
Do ---------------------------- Mark Twain National Forest, Mo ---------- do --------------------- do ------------ - Ociober 1978 .... Febntary 1979,

Willow Springs Unit ------------------- do ------------------- A ------------- Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor --------- September 1970. June 97,
Fredericktown Unit ------------------- do ----------------------------- do ------------------ do ---------------- September 177. larch 1978,
Monongahela National Forest Land Monongahela National Forest, W.Va ---------- do -------------------- Regionalforester ---------- February 1977... September 1977.

Use Plan.
Spruce Knob Lakes Recreation ---- do -------------------------- Recreation area ------------- do ..................... April 1977 ....... Do,

Complex. .
Shavers Fork Unit ---------------------- do -------------------------- Land use plan ------ ---- Forest supervisor -------- July 1-7 ........December 1977.
Fluorspar Activities in Lusk Creek._ Shawnee National Forest Ill ----------- Mining related ------------------ -a do.e................ Mlarh 1977..... Do.
Timber Management Plan' .--------- Superior National Forest, Minn ---------- Resource plan ----------- Regional forester ---------- November 1977.. Juno 1978,
Watervillo Unit -------------------- White Mountain National Forest, N.H.- Land use plan ----------- Forest supervisor -........ April 1977- 7......September 1077.
Presidential Unit ----------------------- do ---------- ------------------- do....----------------- do ---------------- September 1977.. February 1978.
Wild River U -it .. .. ...------------------ do ----------------------------- do ------------------- do ------------- Marell 18 ...... September 1978,

Northeastern area, S. & P.F.:
Cooperative Spruce, Budworm Sup- Maine -------------------------- Insect control----- ----- ,Area director----..- .January 31 ... April 15,

presslon Projet-Malne 1977.
Alaska region. region 10:

1976-86, Chugach National Forest Chugach National Forest, Alaska ----- Program plan ----------- Forest supervisor ......... Jutie 1977 - Decemlber 1977.
Timber Manageraent Plan Revl
sion.

:Cannery Creek ------------------------- do ---------------------------------- Timber sale -------------- (0--- do .................... January 1077.... August 1977.
IPhase 1i Upper Prince William d ---- do ------------------------------ L and use plan -------------- do .................... May 1977 ..... November 1977.

Sound.
'Valley Timber Sale ------- -------- do -------------------------- Timber sale ------------------ do ------------------ September 197,. Jmly 1977.
Naked Island --------------------------- do -------------------------------------- d o ----------------------- do ----------------- -larch frj7 ...... October 1177.
Siwash Day ----------------------------- do ----------------------------------- do ---------------------- do .................... .May 1977_--... Do.
Chugach Moose-Fire Management ---- do ------------------------------- Prescribed Burning ---------- do .................... March 1977J.... tne 1977.

Program.
Copper River --------------------------- do --------------------------------- Land use plan ................. do .................... .Marct 1978 . July 1978.
.Seat Creek .......................... Tongass National Forest, Chatham Timber sde ----------------- do .................... April 1977.. Jatuary 1179,

Area.
*Hidden Falls Lake-Sandy Bay ----------- do -------------------------- Aquaculture facilities -..... do ----- _------------ February 1977... May 1077.
Cowee Creek --------------------------- d o -------------------------------- Timber sale ---------------- do ----------------- May 19-7 JaIuary 1971'

*Karta ------------------------------ Tongass National Forest, Ketchikan Land use plan --------------- do ------------------ August 1970-.... (0.
Area.

'U.S. Borax Mineral Development ----- do -------------------------- Road consiruction for ---- do ------------------ January 1977.... April 1977.
prospecting,

*Dall Island ----------------------------- do -------------------------- Land use plan --------------- do ------------------ September 1078.. Febrtarv 1979
*North Irish Creek ---------------- Tongass National Forest, Stikine area ... Timber sale ------------- Regional forester --------- September 197t.. Mareh 11177.
*Todahl --------------------------------- do ---------------------- do ------------------- do --------------- June 197 ....... October 1977.
*Patterson River ------------------------ do ----------------------------- do ---------------- Forest supervisor .............. do .......... December 197.
*Deer Island ----------------------------- do -------------------------- Land use plan --------------- do ------ September197.. April 1977.
'Rocky Pass--- -- - --do - ----------------------------- do --------- ---- do------------ do July 1977 ........ December It'77,Tongass National Forest Land Maim Tongass National Forest, all areas--------do----------------Regional forester - December 1978.. Jne 11971.

agemeint Plan
Tongas7 National Forest Area ---- do --------------------------------- Area guide -------------------- do .................... April 1977 ....... November 177.

Guide.
Herbicide Use in National Forests of Regionwide ---------------------- Herbicides program EIS ---- do ----------------- February 1977.! . May 17.

Alaska, current year 1977. addendum.

I Custer National Forest Is the lead forest.
2Shoshone National Forest, R-2 is lead forest, originally the Beartooth Highway

Planning Unit.
3 Amended March 1977.
I Decision as to wiho is responsible official has Aot been made as yet.

Postponed.

NoTE.-Forest Service addresses: Washington office, USDA, Forest Service, P.O.
Box 2417. Washington, D.C. 20013. Northern region, USDA, Forest Service, Federal
Bldg., Missoula, Mont. 59807. Rocky Mountain region, USDA, Forest Service, 11177

FOREST SERVICE

Chief, Forest Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, P.O. Box 2417, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20013.

Region 1, Northern Region.-Montana,
NE Washington, N. Idaho, North Dakota
and NW South Dakota.

Regional Forester, Northern Region, U.S.
Forest Service, Federal Building, Mis-
soula, Montana 59801.

Region 2, Rocky Mountain Region.-
Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, South Da-

kota and Wyoming.

Regional Forester, Rocky Mountain
Region, U.S. Forest Service, 11177 W.

West 8th Ave., P.O. Box 25127, Denver,'Colo. 89225. Southwestern regloi, USDA,
Forest Service, 517 Gold Ave. SW., Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87102. lntermountaiu
region, USDA, Forest Servie, 324 25th St., Ogden, Utah 84401, California region,
USDA, Forest Service, 630 Sansome St., San Francisco, Calif. 91111. 'aelilo North-
west region, USDA, Forest Service, 319 Southwest Pine St., Portland, Oreg, 97208,
Southern region, USDA, Forest Service, 1720 Peachtree Rd. NW., Atlanta, Us.
30309. Eastern region, USDA, Forest Service, 633 West Wisconsin Ave., Millwaukee,
Wis. 53203. Northeastern area, S. & P.F., USDA, Forest Service, 6310 Market St.,
Upper Darby, Pa. 19082. Alaska region, USDA, Forest Service, P.O. Bov 1028,
Juneau, Alaska 99802.

8th Ave., Box 25127, Lakewood, Colo-
rado 80225.
Region 3, Southwestern Region-Ari-

zona and New Mexico.

Regional Forester, Southwestern Region,
U.S. Forest Service, Federal Building,
517 Gold Ave. SW., Albuquerque, New
Mexico 87101.

Region 4, Intermountain Region.-
Utah, S. Idaho, W. Wyoming and Nevada.

Regional Forester, Intermountain Re-
gion, U.S. Forest Service, Federal
Building, 324 25th Street, Ogden, Utah
84401.

Region 5, California Region.-Califor-
nia and Hawaii.

Regional Forester, California Region,
U.S. Forest Service, 630 Sansomo
Street, San Fiancisco, California
94111.
Region 6, Pacific Northwest Redlon.-

Washington nd Oregon.
Regional Forester, Pacific Northwest

Region, U.S. Forest Service, 319 SW.
Pine Street, P.O. Box 3623, Portland,
Oregon 97208.
Region 8, Southern Region.-Alabama

Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Texas, and Virginia.
Regional Forester, Southern Region, U1.S.

Forest Service, 1720 Peachtree Road
NW., Atlanta, Georgia 30309.
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Region 9, Eastern Region.-Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Iinois, Iowa, Indiana,
Maine, Maryland,Massachusetts, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, New Hamp-
shire, New -Jersey, New York; Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
West Virginia and Wisconsin.
Regional Forester, Eastern Region, U.S.

Forest Service, 633 W. Wisconsin Ave-
nue ,Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203.
Region 10, Alaska Region.-Alaska.

Regional Forester, Alaska Region, U.S.
Forest. Service, Federal Office Build-
ing, Box 1628, Juneau Alaska 9980L
STA= AND PIVATE FoPnTsm ARAS
Norn--State and Private Forestry offices

are located in the Regional Headquarters
with the exception of the following Areas:

Northeastern Area State and Private
Forestrg--Connecticut, Delaware, 1111-
nols; Indiana, Iowa,-aine, Maryland,

'Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey.
'New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island,Vermon, West Virginia and Wis-
consin. -
Director,, Northeastern Area, S&PF, U.S.

Forest Service, 6816 Market Street,
Upper Darby, Pennsylvania 19082.
Southeastern Area State and Private

Forestry.-Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Loulsiana, missis-
sippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas and Virglxia
Director,. Southeastern Area, S&PF, U.

Forest Service, 1720 Peachtree Road
NW., Atlanta, Georgia 30309.

FoRsS AnM RANGE EXPERnIENT STATIoNs
MNsrITurE Or TROPICAL FORE.STRY (AND

CAR BBEAIv NATIONAL FRoEST)
Director' Thstitute of Tropical Forestry,

US. Foiest Service, P.O. Box AQ, Rio
Piedras, Puerto Rico 00928.

Director, Intermountain Experiment
Station, U.S. Forest Service, 507 25th
Street, Ogden, Utah 84401.

Director, Rocky Mountain Experiment
Station, U.S. Forest Service, 240 West
Prospect Street, Fort Collins, Colorado
80521.

Director, North Central-Experiment Sta-
tion, U.S.-Forest Service, Folwell Ave-
nue, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101.

Director, Northeastern. Expefment Sta-
tion, U.S. Forest Service, 6816 Market
Street Upper Darby, Pennsylvania
19082.

Director, Southern Experiment Station,
U-S. Forest Service, Federal Building,
T-10210; 701 Loyola Avenue, New Or-
leans, Louisiana 70113.

Director, Southeastern'Experiment Sta-
tion, U.S. Forest Service, Post Office
Building, P.O. Box 2570, Asheville,
North Carolina 28802.

FOREST PROnUCTS LABORATORY
Director, Forest Products Laboratory,

U.S. Forest Service, North Walnut
Street, P.O. Box -5130, Madison, Wis-
consin 53705.
[FT, Doc.'77-12599 Fled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN BOULDER
PLANNING UNIT

Availability of Final Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi-
ronmental statement for Boulder Plan-
ning Unit, Forest Service Report Num-
ber USDA-FS-R1(04)-FES-Adm-7.-22.

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposed land management plan
for Boulder Planning Unit, Boundary
and Bonner- Counties, Zdaho. The unit
contains 58,000 acres of NvIbch 55,640
acres are National Forest lands. The
plan allocates resources and specifies
land management prescriptions for Na-
tional Forest land only; however, re-
source information for lands In other
ownership is also inclhded for owners/
managers to use as they wish.

The selected plan for the unit em-
phasizes timber management on slightly
less than half the National Forest acres
and primitive recreation on most of the
remainder. In addition, big game sum-
mer range is also emphasized on over
half the unit. Grizzly bear habitat In the
unit would receive emphasis where It
has. been Identified.

Sizeable undeveloped areas exit within
and contiguous to the Boulder unit. The
planning process for this unit included a
wilderness evaluation of this total un-
developed acreage. Under the selected
plan for Boulder, no portion of the un-
developed areas within the unit would
be studied for possible inclusion in the
National Wilderness Preservation Sys-
tem. However, 24,120 acres of undevel-
opd area would remain in an essen-
tially undeveloped state

This fInal environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on April29,1977.

Copies are available for inspection dur-
ing regular working hours at the follow-
ing locations:
USDA. Forest Service. South Agriculture'

Bldg., Room 3230,12th St. and Independ-
enco Ave., S.W. Wazlington, D.C. 20250.

USDA, Forest Service, Northern Re.Ion, Fed-
eral Building. MIlssoula, WT 59801.

USDA, Forest Service, Idaho Panhandle Ia-
tional Forests, P.O. Box 310, Cocur dAlene.
D 83814.

USDA, Forest Service, Bonnerw Ferry Ranger
District Route 1, Box 390, Bonners Ferry,
ID 83805.
A limited number of single copies are

available upon request from:
USDA, Forest Service, Sandpolnt Zone Plan-

ning, P.O. Box 490, Sandpoint, ID 838G.
Copies of this final environmental

statement have been sent to various Fed-
eral, State, and local agencies as outlined
in the CEQ guidelines.

RALPH D. Kz R,
Forest Supervisor, Idaho Pan-

lndle National Forests,
Northern Region, Forest Serv-
ice.

APRr 29, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-12911 Filed 5-1-77;8:45 am]

22915

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket 2123, Agreement C.A.B4 2645, R-i

through R-11, Order 77-4-1321

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

United States-Mexico Passenger Fares

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board
at its office in Washington, D.C. on the
26th day of April, 1977.

By Order 77-2-110, February 23, 1977,
the Board directed the U.S. carrier mem-
bers of the International Air Transport
Association (IATA) to submit Justifica- -
tion in support of Agreement C.A.B
26425 which would establish United
States-Mexico passenger fares for effect
from May 1, 1977, through Ararch 31,
1976.

The agreement proposes a. six-percent
increase In most normal economy fares,
except to/lfrom New York where the In-
crease would be eight percent. First-class
fares would be set at 135 percentof the
proposed normal economy fare up to a
maximum ncrease of 12 percen-Jffot
promotional fares would be Increased by
the same dollar amount as proposed li
round-trip normal economy fares. Cer-
tain fares introduced during the "open"
fare period, such as the group-40 nclu-
alve-tour (G1T) and advance-booking
fares, would be made part of the IATA
agreement. In addition, increases are
proposed in the minimum tour price for
both GIT and individual Inclusive-tour
fares. (See Appendix A for a comparison
of present and proposed fares.)

Justification with supporting financial
dafa, has been submitted by American
Airlines, Inc. (American), Braniff Air-
ways, I=. (Braniff). Eastern Airlines,
Inc. (astern), and Pan American World
Airw ys, Inc. (Pan American), all mem-
bers of IATA, as well as by Western Air
Lines, Inc. lWestern). which is not a
member.

The carlers point out that an "open"
fare situation has existed in the United
States-Mexico market since May 31, 1975
and that the last fare increase they were
permitted to Implement was a. 6-percent
fuel-related Increase In January I9757

The carriers allege that their costs
have risen Significantly since the last fare
Increase and that approval of the pend-
ing agreement is therefore-warranted.
The following table summarizes the car-
riers' statements of load factor (LF) and
return on investment (ROD during the
historical and forecast periods:

'Western states that the last Increase it
recelved i is west coa.t-.2!1ex1co markets was
in Janu*iy 1974.
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Year ended Deo: 31, 1978 Year ending Apr. 30, 1978 1 (percent)
(percent)

Carrier Present fares Proposed fares
Return on Load factor

investment Retm on Load factor Return on Load factor
Investment investment

American..--: ----------------- 1.3 55.3 4.0 57.4 10.3 57.4
Braniff.. _ _ _ _ _ (5.8) 44.1 (3.7) 44.6 1.4 44.6
Eastern 3.2 45.6 6.0 51.6 10.4 51.6
Pan American ----- -------... (13. 9) 58.6 (19.3) 5.3 (15.9) 55.8
Western ......................- 9.5 GLO 5.2 61.6 9.6 61.6

1 Braniff and Western base their forecast on the year ending Mar. 31, 1978;

Upon full consideration of the agree-
ment and the carriers' justifications, the
Board has, -with one exception, deter-
mined to approve the agreement. The
proposed increases in fares between the
west coast and Mexico will be disapproved
since they would place Western, the only
U.S. carrier serving this market, in a
substantial excess-earnings position. On
the other hand, continuation of present
fares in this market will enable Western
to earn an adequate return on its in-
vestment for the forecast period.

As indicated, Western earned a 9.5-
percent return in this market for the
year ended December 1976. However, in
its justification, Western projects a drop
in Its return to 5.2 percent during the
forecast period if present fares are con-
tinued, despite the fact that, with the
exception of fuel, it forecasts unit costs
at the same level experienced in 1976.
The forecast decline in return is the
direct result of a forecast doubling of its
investment base (from 13.4 to 27.4 mil-,
lion), which the carrier supports on the
ground that it has capitalized the value
of its long-term leases as is permitted by
a recent Board dirdctive2 This directive,
however, relates solely to options made
available to the carriers with respect to
reporting requirements with the Board,
and is wholly unrelated to the method
of computing investfient for ratemaking
purposes. The Board's policy with respect
to the treatment of leased aircraft for
ratemaking purposes is contained in Part
399 of the Economic Regulations. There
is, therefore, no basis for accepting the
substantial increase in investment pro-
jected by Western in the context of eval-
uating the agreement before us. Accord-
ingly, we have recalculated the forecast

2 On February 9, 1977 the Bureau of Ac-
counts and Statistics issued a directive per-
mitting the carriers to adopt new standards
of accounting for lease transactions In their
CAB Form 41 schedules. Western also states
that part of this increase is due to the seven
new B-727 aircraft it will receive during. 1977.
However, since Western does not forecast any
B-727 operations for Mexico, these additional
aricraft should niot affect the investment
base allocable to Mexico service.

investment to reflect the historical base-
year data provided by Western, adjusted
for a smal increase in capacity which it
projects. .The resulting return which
Western would realize is 9.8 percent un-
der present fares, and would increase to
18.2 percent under those proposed. On
this basis, the proposed fare increase in
the west coast-Mexico market cannot be
said to be justified.

With this exception; the adjusted
composite return of the remaining four
U.S. carriers serving Mexico indicates
that the proposed fare increase is war-
ranted.' As previously indicated, the car-
riers have not increased fares in U.S.-

'Mexico markets for more than two years,
during which time an "open" fares situ-
ation has existed. The adjusted composite
results indicate that, if present fares
were continued into the forecast period,
the four U.S. carriers would earn a com-
posite return of 4.1 percent, as adjusted.

The Board has made the customary
adjustments in the data submitted by
the carriers in arriving-at the composite
return expected in the forecast year. Pan
American's factor used to reflect future
demand elasticity has been eliminated.?
In addition, all four carriers have fore-
cast increases in fuel cost over those
experienced during the historical period,
which exceed the increases reflected in
their latest reports to the Board (Feb-
ruary 1977) on Form P-12a. The over-
statements in fuel expense amount to
$256,000, $326,000, $69,000 and $214,000
for American, Braniff, Eastern and Pan
American, respectively. For present pur-
poses, each forecast has been adjusted
accordingly, although the adjustment

2Despite Western's statement concerning
the treatment of its leased aircraft, its fore-
cast flying operations, amortization and in-
terest expenses do not appear to reflect this
change.

4 A summary of the carriers' justifications
and adjustments made by the Board is con-
tained in Appendices B and C. Appendices B
and C filed as part of the original.

5Order 77-2-32, February 4, 1977. Pan
American's petition for reconsiderat.on of
that order will be dealt with subsequently by
separate order.

does not alter our disposition of the
agreement.

Braniff indicates that it achieved a
44.1-percent load factor In the Mexico
market during the year ended December
1976, and that this is expected to im-
prove slightly to 44.6 percent in the
forecast period. Despite its extremely low
historical load factor, Braniff plans to
increase its capacity by approximately
9.5 percent during the forecast period, in
response to an approximate 10.7 percent
increase in traffic which It expdcts. Wore
there no increase in Braniff's future
capacity, .its load factor would reach ap-
proximately 49 percent. On the other
hand, Eastern, which shows a similarly
low load factor during the historical pe-
riod (45.6 percent), plans to reduce ca-
pacity by 10 percent and forecasts an
improvement in its load factor to 51.6
percent. While this level continued to
fall somewhat short of that which the
Board considers reasonably attainable,
it nevertheless represents a significant
step in the right direction. Under the
circumstances, we are concerned that
Braniff's rapacity is moving In .the op-
posite direction. The Board is not
prepared to permit a fare increase to
cover the cost of such a significant degree
of excess capacity and, for this reason,
we have adjusted Braniff's forecast load
factor to the composite level of 57.3 per-
cent forecast by the other U.S. carriers.

With the adjustments enumerated
above, and the $6.4 million in additional
revenue anticipated under the agree-
ment, the composite return forecast for
the four carriers would be 8.9 percent,
well within the 12-percent ROI bench-
mark. It should be noted that the Board
has expressed its concern that normal
economy fares in other markets are sub-
stantially in excess of the cost of provid-
ing that service and that, as a result,
economy-class passengers are bearing
the burden of supporting the carriage
of below-cost discount-fare trafflo. This
is not the case in the United States-
Mexico market where the proposed nor-
mal economy fare level is roughly
equivalent to full cost, as adjusted, com-
puted at the composite Industry load
factor of 55.5 percent, excluding Western.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 and particularly
sections 102, 204(a), and 412 thereof, the
Board makes the following findings:

1. It Is not found that the following
resolutions, incorporated In Agreement
C.A.B. 26425 as indicated, are adverse to
the public interest or in violation of the
Act, provided that approval is subject,
where applicable, to conditions previ-
ously imposed by the Board:
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Agreeet IATA Title .LppBesUce

t-l..... 001b T0I 8pecId ffecllveness olutn.u ._1
.-2...... 002 Standard Readoptlon IesoIlunt .... .__1

014a Co struction hRul for Pa-Sngcr Far - ...... 1

2. It is not found that the following which are incorporated In Agreement
resolutions, to the extent they would es- C.A.B. 26425 as Indicated, are adverse to
tablish fares other than between Los the public interest or In violation of the
Angeles, San Diego, Portland, end Seat- Act, provided that approval Is subJect,
tie, on the one hand, and Mexico City where applicable, to conditions previ-
and Acapulco, on the other hand, and ously Imposed by the Board:

g-ent IATA "iUe Application

CAB - No.

R-4 05la TCIlst Class Fares -. - -
06a..... S TCl Economy Class Fares .... ..... ------ 1

R-6 .. 070as TCI Excursion Fares U A.A/Canada.Mexlco.... . 1
n1-7...... 075w TCI Advance Booking Group Fsarm U.S.A.-Mrd1o.. . I
-9 ..... 0S~s TCl21 Day Indlvldual Incluslv Tour Fares U.S.A.-Mexico. - I

E-10...... S4ee TOl Group Incluslvo Tour Fares U.S.A4Causdex!o . 1
B - -..- CSInn TCI 40 rasenger Group Inclusive Tour Par U..A..Mexlo. . 1

3. It Is not found that the following Incorporated In Agreement CAB. 26425
resolution, to the extent it would estab- as indicated, is adverse to the public In-
lish fares other than between Los Ange- terest or In violation of the Act provided
les, San Diego, Portland, and Seattle, on
the one hand, and Mexico City and Aca- that approval Is sbject to the conditions
pulco, on the other hand, and which is herelnaf ter stated:

grent ATA Title .Lppiksca
GAge No;

E-8...... 07ft TC Afilty and* Or 1 U3 Oroup are. U.B.elew_1

Provided, That: the group or members of the group prior
1. The provisions imposing numerical to or at departure time for any reason

limitation and/or population standards shall not exceed 25 percent of the fare
on affinty groups from which the pas- paid and after departure the forfeiture
sengers may be drawn shall not be shall not exceed 25 percent of the excess
applicable, of the price of the group-fare ticket over

2. The provision which at departure the cost of normal fare transportation
time would permit a lesser number of from the point of origin to the point of
passengers than that prescribed by the cancellation.
Resolution to travel shall not be limited 5. Full refund shall be made In the
to situations caused by circumstances event of death or illness of the passenger
beyond the control of the passengers or of a member of the passenger's in-
dropping out of the group, and the bal- mediate family prior to travel.
ance of the group may travel at no 6. Xull refund of the group fares paid
added cost. shall be made in the event of cancella-

3. -In the event a passenger discon- tion of travel arrangements by a carrier
tinues his journey en route for any rea- on the ground that the group or any
son, the amount of the fare paid shall members of the group are Ineligible for
be applied as a credit toward the pur- the group fares.
chase of transportation at the applica- 4. It is found that the following reso-
ble fare calculated. from the original lutlons, to the extent they would estab-
point of origin. Similar credit toward lish fares between Los Angeles, San
the purchase of transportation at ap- Diego, Portland, and Seattle, on the one
plicable fares shall be made for other hand, and Mexico City and Acapulco,
members of the fare group who belong on the other hand, and which are incor-
to the immediate family of such pas-
senger. porated in Agreement C.A.B. 26425 as

4. The amount of the forfeiture to be Indicated, are adverse to the public In-
imposed in the event of cancellation by terest and In violation of the Act:

Agreement TATA No. Title Appllcatfbn
CAB

28425:
R-4 ..... __ 05ia TC1 Ist Class Fais.......................... .............. 1
R-5... 061a TCl Economy Class Fare....I
t-6- . 7Oan TOL Excusron Fares U.S Candi-1exIco.. 2
R-7 ....- 075w TOI Advance Booking Group Fares U.X.A..Mexlo._. I
B-8 076an TCI Aflinlty andfor Own Use Group Fares U.S.A.3M coI... 1

OS-9 . . Os TC1 21 Day Individual Incluslve Tour Fares U.S.A.-Wxlo.. 1
R-OS0ee TC1 Group Inclusivo Tour Fares U.S.AJCWanat.Mrzo. . . 1
E-II ... : O. 0S4nn TC1 40 1a.knger Group Inelnslve Tour Fares .S.A.-Mczleo. 1
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Accordingly, It is ordered, That:
1. Those portions of Agreement C.A.B.

26425 set forth in finding-paragraphs 1
and 2 above, be and hereby are approved
subject, where applicable, to conditions
previously imposed by the Board;

2. That portion of Agreement C-AB.
26425 set forth in finding paragraph 3
above, be and hereby is approved subject
to conditions stated therein;

3. That portion of Agreement C.A.B.

26425 set forth in finding paragraph 4
above," be and hereby Is disapproved; -

4; The carriers are hereby authorized
to file tariffs implementing the approved
IATA resolutions- on not less than one
day's notice for effectiveness not earlier
than May 1, 1977. The authority granted
in this, paragraph shall expire May 30,
1977;

5. Tariffs Implementing the approvals
contained in the above finding, para-

graphs shall be marked to expire March
31, 1978; and

6. Copies of this order shall be served
on all parties to this proceeding.

This order will be published In the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR,

Secretary.

Appendix A
Present vs Proposed Round-Trip Fares-United States-Mexico1

Clicago-Mexico City Dallas-Mexlco City Los Angeles-Mexico City llaml-Moxico City Now York-Mexco City

Present Pro- Percent Present Pro- Percent Present Pro- Percent Present Pro- Percent Present Pro- Percent
posed increase posed Increase posed increase posed increaso posed Increaso

First class --------- - $3s $412 12 $236 $24 ,4.9 $302 $332 10 $278 $312 12 $452 $198 10
Economy ............. 290 308 ' 6 18 19 6.5 232 246 6 23 246 a 352 a30 8
Excursion:

Midweck. ....... 225 243 8 153 170 7.6 189 3200 6 NA NA ... 330 345 5Weekend ............ 246 284 7 158 180 13.9 199 s211 6 NA NA ..... 330 355 8
V/21-day Individual in-

elusive tour:.
idweek ---------- 205 226 9 150 162 a 148 151' 6 NA 2100 259 290 aWeekend--------- 230 248 8 168 180 7.1 160 176 a NA 3206 - --_ 270 200 7

Affnity group:
Midweek. - 180 163 -9 NA NA 144 142 -1 NA NA 219 190 -13Weekend _........ 180 187 4 NA NA ---------- 144 165 1 NA NA - ---- 219 209 -5

Advance booking group
and group inclusivo
tour:

M'ldweek ------------- 145 163 12- 97 109 12.4 134 142 6 109 124 14 '100 10 0
Weekend --------.-. - 169. 187 11 103 115 1T 15 165 6 127 127 0 '200' 209 0

I Fares may vary depending on routing.
INo minimum-stay requirement.
Minhnum tour price is $15 per day in contrast to other points where theorlco is

00 for the minimum stay (5 days) plus $10 per day thereaf ter. '

[Docket 30752; Order 7-4-157]

BRITISH AIRWAYS
Free Baggage Allowances and Excess Bag-

gage Charge; Order of Investigation and
Suspension
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics

Board at its office in Washington, D.C,
on the 18th day of April 1977.

By tariff revisions filed April 1, 1977,
for effectiveness May 1, 1977, British Air-
ways proposes new free baggage allow-
ances and excess baggage charge for
travel between the United States and the
United Kingdoms The free allowance,
which includes both checked and un-
checked baggage, would be set at 35 kilo-
grams (77 pounds) and 25 kilograms (55
pounds) for first-class and economy-"
class travel, respectively. The per-kilo-
gram charge for baggage exceeding those
weights would be equal to the applicable
under-45 kilogram general commodity
rate (GCR) plus 10 percent.'

British Airways contends that its pro-
posed free baggage allowance attempts to
strike a balance between the Board's
preference for dimensionally-based free
allowances and its own belief that the in-
ternational market requires an approach
associated with weight The carrier con-

IJohn M. Sampson, Agent, Tariff C.A.B. No.
1, Rule 9.

2See Baggage Allowance Tariff Rules in.
Overseas and Foreign Air Transportation,
Docket 24869, Order 76-3-81, decided Febru-
ary 25, 1976 and served March 12, 1976.

[P Doc.77-12704 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

tends that a strict piece system is not
appropriate in international transporta-
tion. since passenger baggage must be
weighed in any event to comply with cer-
tain requirements of the Warsaw Con-
vention; and that a piece system would
merely add additional procedures at
check-in time, thus delaying passengers.
British Airways contends that the pro-
posed free allowance will facilitate pres-
ent check-in procedures, permit consist-
ency with procedures on its other route
systems, facilitate compliance with the
requirements of the Warsaw Convention
with respect to liability limitation, and
accommodate those passengers having
normal baggage requirements.

The carrier alleges that its proposed
excess-baggage charge is reasonable and
well 'below its present charge which is
based upon one percent of the applicable
first-class fare. Contending that setting
the excess-baggage charge in relation-
ship to cargo rates is necessary, British
Airways argues that baggage and cargo
both compete for the same available
space and that, with the increase in the
free allowance, space available for cargo
will decrease and, on those routes which
are weight-restricted, aircraft payload
will also decrease. The ten-percent sur-
charge over the under-45 kilogram GCOR
is justified, the carrier contends, by the
added value of service to the passenge
from the priority his bdggage receives
over other goods shipped as cargo, and by
the variation in demand for space or
weight for excess baggage as compared

with the more steady demand for cargo
space.

Upon consideration of the filing and all
other relevant matters, the Board finds
that the proposed free allowances and ex-
cess-baggage charge may be unjust, un-
reasonable, unjustly discriminatory, un-
duly preferential, unduly prejudicial, or
other*ise unlawful, and should be in-
vestigated. The Board further finds that
the proposed allowances and charge
should be suspended, pending Investiga-
tion. '

British Airways' proposal seeks to per-
petuate a system for handling baggage
which Is based solely upon weight. The
Board fully explored the merits of a
weight-based system in its investigation
into baggage rules and charges in Dock-
et 24869,' and concluded that weight
may not properly be the sole determinant
of the amount of baggage a passenger
may carry without additional charge.
This conclusion was drawn from evidence
which clearly demonstrated that a
weight-based approach was a holdover
from the days when weight was the pri-
mary limitation on aircraft payload. To
the contrary, the evidence Indicated that
weight 'was no longer a predominant
limiting factor and, accordingly, there
was no justification for continuing a free
allowance defined solely in terms of
weight. British Airways, which was a
party to that Investigation and offered Its

, See footnote 2 supra.
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own testimony, has presented no evidence
here which, In our opinion, is sufficiently
persuasive to alter that conclusion.
Moreover, the difficulty of implementing
a piece-related system in the face of the
requirements of the Warsaw Convention
was an issue fully aired in the course of
the investigation. The Board was not
then persuaded that any difficulty which
might arise as a result of piece-related
baggage systems would be significant,
and noted that in certain important
world markets a piece system was, in fact,
in effect and did not appear to bar car-
tiers from satisfying their obligation
under the-Warsaw Convention.
- The Board also considered the level of
charges for excess baggage in -its formal
investigation, and found that a charge of
one percent of the first-class fare was un-
reasonably high in relation to the actual
cost to the carriers. On the basis of the
factual, record developed, the Board
determined that a charge of 0.7 percent
of the normal economy fare was reason-
able, and stated that it would accept
tariff filings reflecting this charge with
no further economic justification. Under
British Airways' proposal, the charge for
a New York-London passenger would be
$4.07 per kilogram ($1.85 per pound). Al-
though somewhat below the charge based
upon the first-class fare, it would be
almost 180 percent of the per-kilogram
chargb derived from application of the
Board's formula to the approved New
York-London basic-season normal econ-
omy fare, and 150 percent when applied
to the peak-season fare. While the
Board's formula did not foreclose filings
proposing a different charge, it empha-
sized that those which deviated from the
0.7 percent level be accompanied by
thorough and detailed economic justifica-
tion. British Airways has supplied no
economic justification in support of its-
proposal, which is significantly out of line
with the Board's findings. -

To the contrary, British Airways seeks
to justify its charge on the basis of the
relationship between baggage and air
freight, and the respective value of each
service. The Board considered this line

-of argument in its decision, and con-
cluded that no persuasive showing had
been made that the difference in value of
service was sufficient to warrant an ex-
cess-baggage charge in excess of cost and
that freight service and baggage service
involved distinctly different transporta-
tion needs. On this basis, the Board con-
cluded that neither the level of freight
rates 'nor the value of baggage service
constituted an appropriate frame of
reference for ascertaining excess-baggage
charges.

Accordingly, It is ordered, That:
1. An investigation be and hereby is in-

stituted to determine whether the rates
and provisions in Rule 9(Q) and 9(R) on
15th Revised Page 20-A in International

oPassenger Rules Tariff N6. 1, CA.B. No.
1, issued by John M. Sampson, Agent, and
rules, regulations, or practices affecting
such rates and provisions, are or will be
-unjust, unreasonable, unjustly discrimi-
natory, unduly preferential, unduly prej-
udicial or otherwise unlawful, and, if

found to be unlawful, to take appropriate
action to prevent the use of such provi-
sions or rules, regulations, or practices;

2. Pending hearing and decision by the
Board, the tariff provisions specified in
Paragraph 1, above are suspended and
their use deferred from May 1, 1977, to
and including April 30, 1978, unless
otherwise ordered by the Board, and no
changes be made therein during the
period of suspension except by order or
special permission of the Board;
. 3. This order shall be submitted to the
President ' and shall become effective on
May 1, 1977;
- 4. The investigation ordered herein be
assigned for hearing before an adminis-
trative law judge of the Board at a time
and place hereafter to be designated;
and

5. Copies of this order be filed in the
aforesaid tariff and be served upon Brit-
ish Airways Board, carrying on business
under the firm name and style of Brit-
ish Airways.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PHYLLIS T. K]Ton,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-12942 Filed 5-4--77;8:45 ami

[Docket 29442; Order 77-5-21

DEUTSCHE LUFTHANSA
AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT

Order Dismissing Complaint
In the matter of tariff revision filed to

eliminate affinity requirement for Ger-
man-originating group fares.

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at -Its office In Washington, D.C.,
on the 2nd day of May 1977.

By tariff revision I which became effec-
tive July 16, 1976, Deutsche Lufthansa
Aktiengesellschaft (Lufthansa) proposed
pursuant to an order of the German
Government, removal of the affinity re-
quirement on affinity group fares with
respect to groups whose transportation
originates, in the Federal Republic of
Germany.

On June 22, 1976, a complaint was
filed by Trans World Airlines, Inc.
(TWA) requesting suspension of Luft-
hansa's tariff filing or, at the very least,
i clear indication by the Board that It
would tolerate non-affinity group fares
in the German-U.S. market only If they
remain limited to German-originating
transportation. In support of its com-
plaint, TWA expressed concern with the
possible proliferation of non-affinity
fares throughout the transatlantic mar-
ket. It did not, however, take exception
to the tariff's directional feature. By an-
swer filed June 25, 1976, Pan American
World Airways, Inc. (Pan American) ex-
pressed its support for TWA's complaint.

,TIbi order was submitted to the Presi-
dent on April 19, 1977.

"Exception to Rule 85(c) on 24th Revised
Page 31 to Passenger Fares Tariffs No. PP-4,
C.T.C. (A) 2634, C.&B. No. 44, issued by Air
Tariffs Corporation, Agent.

Despite the fact that nine months have
elapsed since Lufthansa removed the af-
finity requirement for group travel out-
bound from Germany, there has been no
spread of similar action to Europe-
United States markets. Nor did the re-
cent IATA North Atlantic fare package
contemplate such a fare. For these rea-
sons, we have decided to dismiss TWA's
complaint. However, we take the oppor-
tunity tr reiterate the Board's preference
for promotional fares which are offered
on an individual basis and again urge
the carriers to consider moving in that
direction.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a), 403, 404, -and 1002
thereof,

It fs ordered, That the complaint of
Trans World Airlines, Inc. in Docket
29442 is hereby dismissed.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGSTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PHrv-ss T. K7zoR,

.Secretary.

IFR Doc.77-12943 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Order 77-4-161; Docket 274361
AIR NEW ENGLAND, INC.

Petition for Establishment of Subsidy Mail
Rates; Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C,
on the 29th day of April 1977.

Petition of Air New England, Inc., for
establishment of subsidy mail rates pur-
suant to section 406 of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958, as amended.

The Board having considered all of
the information and data set forth or
specifically referred to in the Statement
of Provisional Findings and Conclusions '
(hereinafter referred to as the "State-
ment"), which is attached hereto and
incorporated herein, and having on the
basis thereof made the provisional find-
ings and conclusions and determined
the subsidy rate set forth in the State-
ment,

It is ordered, That: -
1. Air New England, Inc. is directed

to show cause why the Board should
not fix, determine, and publish the afore-
said rate as the fair and reasonable final
rate of compensation to be paid Air New
England, Inc. for the transportation of
mail by aircraft, the facilities used and
useful therefor, and the services con-
nected therewith over that part of the
carriers' system which is eligible for sub-

2Al forms, reports, schedules, and tariffs
ille: by Air New England with the Board,
to the date of the Board's final decision, and
the ofilcial mileage record of the Board, are
Incorporated into the record of this proceed-
Ing.2This order is not Intended to disturb the
service mall rates established pursuant to
other orders of the Board.
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sidy for annual periods commencingJuly 1, 196;3
2. Further procedures with respect to

the final rate proposed herein shall be
in accordance with the Board's Rules
of Practice, particularly rule 302, et seq.,
and if there Is any objection to the rate
specified herein, notice thereof must be
filed within 10 days, and, if notice -is
filed, written answer and supporting
documents must be filed within 30 days
after the date of service of this order;

3. If notice of objection is not filed
within 10 days, or if notice is filed and
answer Is not filed within. 30 days after
service of this order, or, if ian answer
timely filed raises no material issue of
fact, all parties shall be deemed to have
waived the right to a hearing and all
other procedural steps short of a final
decision by the Board, and the Board,
may enter an order fixing the final sub-'
sidy rate specified herein;

4. If notice of objection and answer
are filed presenting issues for hearing,
issues going to the establishment of the
fair and reasonable rates herein shall be
limited to those specifically raised by
such answers except as otherwise pro-
vided in 14 CFR, § 302.307; and

5. This order shall be served upon all
parties to this proceeding.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PHYLLIS T. KAYLOn,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-12936 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

[Order-77-4-160, Dockets 29788, 30823]
AIR WISCONSIN, INC.

Application for a Certificate of Public Con-
venience and Necessity; Order Instituting
Investigation
Adopted by the' Civil Aeronautics

Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 29th day of April 1977.

On November 22, 1976, Air Wisconsin
filed a motion for hearing on its applica-
tion in Docket 29788. The applicant is
seeking a certificate of public conveni-
ence and necessity to operate over the
routes which it currently serves as a com-
muter air carrier pursuant to Part 298 of
the Board's Economic Regulations.

The authority sought is between the
terminal point Lincoln, Nebraska; the in-
termediate points Minnealpolis/St. Paul,
Minnesota; A1pleton, Wisconsin; Chi-
cago, Illinois; Lafayette, Elkhart, and
Fort Wayne, Indiana; Battle Creek,
Michigan; and the terminal point De-
troit, Michigan. In addition, the appli-
cant stipulates that it would accept a
prohibition on the operation of nonstop
service between the following pairs of
points: Minneapolis/St. Paul-Chicago;
M.inneapolis/St. Paul-Detroit; Lincoln-

The compensation prcvided herein shall
be in lieu of, and not In addition to, the
compensation heretofore received by Air New
England for mail transported over its sub-
sidy-eligible routes since July 1, 1976.

NOTICES

Chicago; Lincoln-Detrolt; and Chicago- ment2 TWA expresses Its concern about
Detroit. the impact that the certification of Air

The applicant indicates its intention Wisconsin could have on the slot situa-
to use only small aircraft and states that tion at O'Hare Airport. The carrier urges
it would require no subsidy for the routes the Board to either deny the motion or
in question, place the slot problem directly into issue

In support of its motion for hearing, if i hearing is held. Both Delta Air Lines
Air Wisconsin sets forth, inter alia, the and Air Wisconsin filed replies accom-
following benefits that would accrue to panied by motions for leave to file other-
the public and itself as a result of an wise unauthorized documents.0 Delta
affirmative decision in this case: guar- supports TWA's answer. Air Wisconsin
anteed service to the communities which replies that TWA's motion to file lato
Air Wisconsin serves; community eligi- should be denied and that the slot alloca-
bility for a greater proportion of federal tion problem Is not a real issue.
ADAP funds; recognition that Air Wis- Upon consideration of the pleadings
consin is a stable, permanent and relia- and all the relevant facts, the Board has
ble member of the U.S. air transportation decided to set the application of Air Wis-
system; correction of Air Wisconsin's consin for hearing. Since the applicant
cargo flow imbalance attributable to a has specifically stated that no subsidy
secondary listing in Squire's ATP, Inc. would be required for the routes In issue,
tariff publications; carrier access to na- any authority granted in this proceeding
tional financing sources and the aircraft will be ineligible for subsidy.
loan guarantee program for financing Accordingly, it is ordered, that:
new equipment; access to decent termi- 1. A proceeding to be known as the
nal facilities, including check-in coun- Air Wisconsin Certification Proceeding,
ters, baggage handling facilities and in- Docket 30823, be and It hereby is Instl'
proved airport listings and signs; access tuted and shall be set dowm for hearing
to the joint fare system available to at a time and place hereinafter desig-
certificated carriers under phases 4 and nated, as the orderly administration of
9 of the DPFI; and eligibility for Air the Board's docket permits; '
'Wisconsin to obtain federal operating 2. The application of Air Wisconsin in
subsidies. Docket 29788 be and It hereby is con-

Answers in Support of Air Wisconsin's solidated into the proceeding Instituted
motion were filed by the Greater Lafay- by paragraph 1;
ette Chamber of Commerce; County of 3. Any authority granted in this pro-
Outagamie; City of Lafayette;, Purdue ceeding will be IneligIble for subsidy;
University; Greater Elkhart Cuamber of 4. The motions of Air Wisconsin, Delta
Coiimmerce; Elkhart City Council and Air Lines, Trans World Airlines, City of
Board of Aviation Commissioners; James Battle Creek, and State of Wisconsin for
P. Sutherland, Mayor of Appleton; Battle leave to fie otherwise unauthorized doc-
Creek Chamber of Commerce; Minne- uments be and they hereby are granted;
apolis-St. Paul. Metropolitan Airports 5. The motions of the Board of County
Commission; Chicago Association of Road Commissioners of Wayne County
Commerce and Industry; Wayne County and the Greater Detroit Chamber of
Board of Road Commissioners and Commerce, the City of Lincoln and_
Greater Detroit Chamber of Commerce; Lincoln Airport Authority, and the City
City of Lincoln and Airport Authority of Elkhart for leave to file late docU-
of Lincoln; Fort Wayne Board of Avia- ments be and they hereby are granted;
tion Commissioners and Chamber of 6. The petitions for leave to intervene
Commerce; Fox Cities Chamber of Corn- filed by the City of Fort Wayne Board
merce; Lincoln Chamber of Commerce; of Aviation Commissioners and Cham-
City of Battle Creek, and State of Wis- her of Commerce of Fort Wayne, the
consin. Illinois Department of Transportation,

North Central Airlines filed an answer the Nebraska Department of Aeronau-
in opposition to Air Wisconsin's motion, tics, the County of Outagamle, the
North Central argues: (1) That corn- Greater Elkhart Chamber of Commerce,
muter certification has been undertaken Purdue University, Elkhar.t City Council
only under special circumstances such as and Board of Aviation Commissioners,
the need for subsidy-or the ned to oper- and the State of Wisconsin and Wiscon-
ate large aircraft; (2)'Air Wisconsin has sin Department of Transportation be
overestimated the benefits of certification and they hereby are granted;
and underestimated the costs; and (3) 7. In addition to those parties listed
Air Wisconsin's application does not-- in paragraph 6 above, the Greater Lafa-
qualify for hearing priority since no new
service would result. A reply to North 2 The motion will be granted.
Central's answer was filed by Air Wis- 3The motion will be granted.
consin. 4 

Pursuant to sections 204 and 401 of the
In addition, an answer was filed by Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended; the

Trans World Airlines on February 9, Issues shall include the duration of any
1977, accompanied by a motion for' leave authority awarded, whether such authority
to file an otherwise unauthorized docu- should be pormlssive, and what other termS,

'The reply was accompanied by a motion
for leave to file an otherwise unauthorized
document The motlon will be granted. In ad-
dition, sex_ oal of the answers were accom-
panied by motions for leave to file late or
unauthorized documents. All of these mo-
tions -will be granted.

conditions, limitations or restrictions snould
be imposed. Further, we will not expect the
Chief Administrative Law Judge to Issue his
Notice of Prehearing Conference until some
time in June. Legislation currently pending
before Congress could affect the development
of this case and this slight delay will allow
all parties to be aware of any legislative
action.
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yette Chamber of Commerce, the City of
Lafayette, James P. Sutherland, Mayor
of Appleton, the Battle Creek Chamber
of Commerce, the -AVnneapolis-St. Paul
Metropolitan Airports Commission, the
Chicago Association of Commerce and
Industry, the Wayne County Board of
-Road Commissioners and Greater De-
troit Chamber of Commerce, the City of
Lincoln and-Airport Authority of Lin-
coln, the Fox Cities Chamber of Com-
merce, the Lincoln Chamber of Com-
merce, the City of Battle Creek, North
Central Airlines, Trans World Airlines,
and Delta Air -Lines be and they hereby
are made parties to the proceeding in-
stituted by paragraph I above;
--8. -Applications, motions for consoll-

dation, and petitions for'reconsideration
of this order shall be filed within 20 days
from the date of service of this order
and answers thereto shall be filed within'
10 days thereafter.

This order shall be published in the
FmERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PHYLLIs T. KAYLon,

Secretary.
IFRDo.77-12937ted 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Order 77-4-154; Dockets 30648, 30653]

TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC.

Transatlantic Specific Commodity Con-
tainer Charges; Order 'Dismissing Com-
plaints
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics

Board at its office in Washington. D.C.,
on the 29th day of April 1977.

By tariff revisions I scheduled to be
come effective May 15, 1977, Trans
World Airlines, Inc. (TWA) proposes to
establish specific commodity container
flat charges on internal combustion en-
gine parts (Item 4617), grinding ma-
chines (Item 4766), cosmetics and toilet
preparations (Item 6018), plastic film
and sheets (Item 6113), and clocks
(Item 8920), -from London to New
York. The proposed charges result In
reductions, between 17 and 42 percent be-
low the currently applicable general
commodity container charges based
upon the estimated density of this traf-
ficand are subject to an expiry date
of Apri 15, 1978.

Complaints requesting suspension and
investigation of these rates have been
filed by Seaboard World Airlines, Inc.
(Seaboard) and Pan American World
Airways, -fnc. (Pan American). The
complainants assert, inter alla, that the
proposed levels fall tb cover revenue-
ton-mile (RTM) costs; are uneconomic
and can only lead to an even more disas-
trous situation than already exists on

-the North Atlantic; that under no cir-
cumstances does the density of any of
these commodities justify the introduc-
tioi of rates significantly below TWA's
own RTM costs; that the developmental
rationale relied upon by the proponent

- Relons to Tariff C.A.B. Io. 314 issued
- by Trans World Airlines, Inc.

fails to refer to any surface rates or sur-
face-air differential that would exist;
and that TWA has overstated the reve-
nue it would realize from the proposal
since this tralc is not as dense as al-
leged, and, consequently, the proposed
rate reductions are not as great as as-
slumed and will not result In the magni-
tude of traffic generation expected.

In support of its proposal and in an-
swer to the complaints, TWA asserts, in-
ter alla, that. the purpose of this filing Is
to generate an estimated 1.3 million
pounds of new trafic annually to be di-
verted from surface modes into unused
westbound space which currently earns
no revenue for the carrier; that the pro-
posed levels return fkilly allocated ground
handling costs and make a substantial
contribution to capacity costs; that these
commodities have been chosen because
air carriers presently have 'only small
penetration In this traffic; that the de-
scriptions proposed are narrowly de-
scribed commodities and differ materially
from the typical IATA specific commod-
ity rates; that by offering these rates for
containerized traffic, the ground-han-
dling expenses are minimized; that the
lroposed rates contain a density provi-
sion through the application of a mini-
mum weight and flat charge per con-
tainer;-that the densities used for deter-
mination of dilution are based upon the
loaded or stowed densities of the con-
tainers; and that TWA did not make a
dilution adjustment since a very limited
amount of this traffic is currently mov-
ing and the total participation of all air
carriers in the market is only about
60,000 pounds per month.

Upon full consideration of the tariff
filing, the carrier's justification, the com-
plaints, the answer, and all other rele-
-vant factors, the Board has determined
to dississ the complaints and permit the
filing to become effective.

The proposal has, according to the car-
rier, the capability of attracting addi-
tional volumes of new traffic that have
traditionally moved via the surface mode
with a minimal possibility for diverting
existing traffic. It is noted that the com-
plainants do not allege that the proposed
rates will result in any diversion from
existing air trafflc, and TWA indicates no
meaningful dilution of current revenues
will result since air carriers prezently
have only a limited penetration of this
traffic. In addition, the carrier has sub-
mitted data which indicate that the pro-
posed container rates would be well in
excess of the noncapacity costs asso-
ciated with such traffic. We believe the
proposed rates have the potential for
generating new traffic to air transport
and for filling what TWA contends is a
considerable amount of unused capacity
in the westbound direction. Also, the es-
tablishment of an expiry date will permit
the generative ability of these rates to be
assessed in case TWA desires to extend
their effectiveness.

Accordingly, it is ordered, that:
The complaints of Seaboard World Air-

lines, Inc. in Docket 30648 and Pan
American World Airways, Inc. in Docket
30653, be and hereby are dismissed.
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This order will be published In the
F=EA PIsmTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
PiYLLas T. KMrLor,

Secretary.
[Fn Doc.77-12333 PlBed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Development Administration

DACO MANUFACTURING, INC.
Petition for a Determination of Eligibifty To

Apply forTrade Adjustment Assistance
A petition by Daco Manufacturing,

Inc., 274 Belleville Avenue, New Bedford,
Massachusetts 02746, a producer of
men's and boy's trousers, was accepted
for filing on April 27, 1977, pursuant to
section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974
(Pub. I. 93-618) and § 315.23 of the
Adjustment Assistance Regulations for
Firms and Communities (13 CFP1 Part
315). Coisequently, the United States
Department of Commerce has initiated
an investigation to determine whether
increased-imports into the United States
of articles like or directly competitive
with those produced by the firm con-
tributed Importantly to total or partial
separation of . the firm's workers, or
threat thereof, and to a decrease in sales
or production of the petitioning firm.

Any party having a substantial inter-
est In the proceedings may request a
public hearing on the matter.

A request for a hearing must be re-
ceived by the Chief, Trade Act Certifica-
tion Division, Economic Development
Administration, US. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, no
later than the close of business of
May 16,1977.

CHARM L. S,
Acting Chief, Trade Act Certifi-

catio Division, Ofce of
Planning - and Program
Support.

IFAIM-c.77-12840 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

Office of the Secretary
ADVISORY PANEL FOR THE SOUTH AT-
LANTIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL

Establishment.
In accordance with the provisions of

the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
US.C. APP. I (Supp. V, 1975) ) and Of-
lice of Management and Budget Circu-
lar A-63 of March 1974, and after con-
sultation with OMB, the Department of
Commerce has determined that the es-
tablishment of the Advisory Panel for
the South Atlantic Fshery Manage-
ment Council is in the public interest in
connection with the performance of
dutie impozed on the D rmenthy the
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976, Pub. L. 94-265 (16 U.S.C.
1852).
1 The Panel will provide the parent
Council with pragmatic advice and
counsel of the people most affected by
the Council's management activities on
matters of fishery management policy,
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on the preparation of fishery manage-
ment plans, on their review prior to sub-
mission to the Secretary, and on their
effectiveness in operation.

The Panel will consist of a maximum
of sixteen members, who are either actu-
ally engaged in the harvest, processing
or consumption of, or who are knowl-
edgeable and interested in the conser-
,vation and management of fishery re-
souces. Members of the Panel will be
appointed by the Council.

The Panel will function solely as ad-
visory body, and in compliance with the
provisions of the Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act. Copies of the Panel's charter
will be filed under the Act with the con-
cerned Congressional committees. In-
quiries regarding this notice may be ad-
dressed to the Committee Liaison Offi-
cer, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Rockville, Maryland 20852.

Dated: April 26, 1977.
GUY W. CHAMBERLIN, Jr.,
Acting Assistant Secretary

for Administration.
[FR Doe.77-12894 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

COMMISSION ON FEDERAL
PAPERWORK

CANCELLATION OF DATE FOR PUBLIC
HEARINGS

On April 22, 1977 there was published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER (42 FR 20844)
a notice announcing the public hearings
of the Commission on Federal Paper-
work -on May 5 and 6, 1977, at the
Sheraton-Fort Worth Hotel, Fort
Worth, Texas.

The purpose of this notice is to an-
nounce that these hearings have been
cancelled. The hearings are expected to
be rescheduled at a later date.

FRANK HORTON,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.77-12839 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
System of Records; Elimination

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of elimination of sys-
tem of records under the Privacy Act of
1974.
SUMMARY: This notice announces that
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion has eliminated the system of rec-
ords designated Upward Mobility Pro-
gram Training Records, CPSC-17, notice
of which was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER of September 2, 1976 (41 PR
37298). The information formerly con-
tained in this system of records dupli-
cated information on employee training
contained in other systems of records
and it was determined that maintenance
of a separate system was no longer nec-
essary in order to administer the Com-
mission's employee training program.

NOTICES

EFFECTIVE DATE: -May 5, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

David Melnick, General Law Division,
Office of the General Counsel, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20207. (202-634-
7770).
Dated: May 2, 1977.

SADYE E. DuNN,
Secretary, Consumer Product

Safety Commission.
[FR Doc.77-12899 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

APRIL 27, 1977.
The USAF Scientific'Advisory Board

Foreign Technology Division Advisory
Group, Air Force Systems Command,
will hold meetings on June 28 and 29,
1977 from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. both
days at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Ohio in Room 276, Building 828.

The Group will receive classified brief-
ings and participate in classified discus-
sions relative to the Foreign Technology
Division's intelligence data handling
program.

The meetings concern matters listed
in section 552b(c) of Title 5, United
States Code, specifically subparagraph
(1) thereof, and accordingly the meet-
ings will be closed to the public.

For further information contact the
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at
697-8404.

FRANKIE S. ESTEP, -
Air Force Federal Register Liai-

son Officer, Directorate of
Administration.

[FR Doc.77-12846 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

Apmn 26, 1977.
The USAF Scientific Advisory Board

Aerospace Vehicles Panel Committee on
B-1 Aerodynamics will hold a meeting
on June-B and 8, 1977, in the Rockwell
International facilities, Los Angeles, Cal-
ifornia from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. both
days.

The Committee will receive classified
informational briefings on the aerody-
namic aspects of the B-1 aircraft devel-
opment program.

The meeting concerns matters listed
in section 552(b) of Title 5, United
States Code, specifically subparagraph
(1) thereof, and accordingly, will be
closed to the public.

For further information contact the
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at
202-697-8845.

FwRKIE. S. ESTEP,
Air Force Federal Register Liai-

son Officer, Directorate of
Administration.

[FR Doc.77-12847 Filed 5-4--'77;8:45 am]

Department of the Army
ARMED FORCES INSTITUTE OF PATHOL.

OGY SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
Open Meeting

In order to comply with section 10(a)
(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is hereby
given of the meeting of the Armed
Forces Institute of Pathology's Scientific
Advisory Board, May 25-26, 1977, 0830
hours In the Director's Conference
Room, Armed, Forces Institute of Pa-
thology, Washington, D.C. 20300. This
meeting will be open to the public.

The proposed agenda will include pro-
fessional discussion of the misslon of
the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology
relating to consultation, education, and
research. The Executive Secretary from
whom substantive Program Information
may be obtained is Colonel William H,
Godfrey, Executive Officer, Armed Forces
Institute of Pathology, Washington, D.C,
20306, telephone 576-2900.

Dated: April 29, 1977.
HAROLD W. DRAYTON,

1LT, MSC, USA, Adjutant.
[FR Doc.77-12845 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

[Docket No. D-77-20 OP]

NEW YORK CITY RESERVOIRS
Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 2-4.5 of the Rules
of Practice and Procedure of the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission, a Notice
of Intent having been duly published on
April 11, 1977, the Executive Director
hereby finds and determines that action
on a proposal to undertake a temporary
modification of the present procedures
for releasing compensating water from
each of the three New York City Reser-
voirs in the Upper Delaware River Basin
would not have a significant environnen-
tal Impact and would not constitute a
major action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment in the
Delaware River Basin. This determina-
tion is based upon an environmental as-
sessment dated April 1977.

This Negative Declaration is issued
pursuant to Article 4 of the Commission's
Rules of Practice and Procedure this
27th day of April, 1977.

JAMES F. WRIGHT,
Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 77-12915 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL ENERGY
ADMINISTRATION

ENERGY SUPPLY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION ACT

Negative Determination of Environmental
Impact-Wisconsin Public Service Cor-
poration's Weston Generating Station
(Powerplant 2)
Pursuant to 10 C.F.R. §§ 208.4 and

305.9, the PEA hereby gives notice that
it has performed an analysis and review
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of the environmental impact of the pro-
posed issuance of a Notice of Effective-
ness for the *prohibitioii order to Wis-
consin Public Service Corporation, Wes-
ton Generating Station, Powerplant 2.

On June 30, 1975, the PEA issued a
prohibition order to the above-listed
powerplant which prohibited the power-
plant from burning natural gas or petro-
leuii products as its primary energy
source. The prohibition order provided,
however, that in accordance with the re-
quirements of 10 C_.FR. Parts 303 and

2305, the order would not become effec-
tive until'either, (1) the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) notifies the PEA, in accordance
with section 119(d) (1) (B) of the Clean
Air Act, that a particular powerplant
will be able on and after July 1, 1975, to
burn coal and t6 comply with all appli-
cable air pollution requirements without
a compliance date extension under Sec-
tion 119,-or (2) if no notlfication is given
by EPA, the date that the Administrator
of EPA certifies pursuant to section 119
(d) (1) (B) of the Clean Air Act is the
earliest date that a particular power-
plant will be able to comply with all ap-
plicable air pollution requirements under
Section 119 of that Act; and, until PEA
has performed an analysis of the envi-
ronmental impact of the Issuance of a

-Notice of Effectiveness, pursuant to 10
C.F.R. § 305.9, and has served the power-
plant the Notice of Effectiveness, as pro-
vided in 10 C.F.R. §§ 303.10(b), 303.37
(b), and 305.7.

The PEA -has analyzed and reviewed
the effect on- the human environment
of issuance of the Notice of Effective-
ness, and has determined it is clear that
issuance of a Notice of Effectiveness for
the prohibition order to the above-listed
po*erplant is not a "major Federal ac-
tion significantly affecting the quality of
the human environment." National En-
vironmental Policy -Act, at 42 U.S.C.
4332(2) (C). Therefore, pursuant to 10
C.FR.. § 208.4(c), PEA concludes that an
environmental Impact statement is not
required.

Additional- copies of this negative de-
termination of environmental impact
and copies of the environmental assess-
ment upon which it is based are avail-
able upon-request from the PEA National
Energy Information Center, Room 1404,
Federal Building, 12th and Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20461.
Copies of the documents are also avail-
able for public review in the FEA Free-
dom of Information Reading Room,
Room 2107, 12th -and Pennsylvania Ave-
nue, NW., Washington, D.C.

Interested-persons are invited to sub-
mit data, views, or arguments with re-
spect to the environmental impacts of
the Notice of Effectiveness and the as-
sociated negative determination and en-
vironmental assessment to Executive
Communications, Box LP, Room 3309,
Federal Energy Administration, 12th and,
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20461.

Comments should be identified on the
outside'of the' envelope and on docu-
ments submitted'to PEA Executive Corn-

munications with the designation, "Neg-
ative Determination-Proposed NOE to
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation's
Weston Generating Station, Powerplant
2." Fifteen copies should be submitted on
or before May 25, 1977.

Any Information or data considered
by the person furnishing it to be confi-
dential must be so identified and sub-
mitted in one copy only. The PEA re-
serves the right to determine the confi-
dential status of the information or data
and to treat It according to that deter-
riniation.

Signed in Washington, D.C. on May 1,
- 1977. Earo J. Fror,

Acting General Counsel,
Federal Energy Administration.

IFR Doc.77-12873 Filed 5-2-77;1:35 pm)

INFORMATION AND COMPUTER REQUIRE-
MENTS PLACED UPON STATE AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

Procedures Regarding Computer Support
Clause In Contract

AGENCY: Federal Energy Administra-
tion ( PA").
ACTION: Notice of Proposed Revision
to Computer Support Clause In Con-
tracts Involving Data Collection or
Processing.
SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice
is to publish a proposed-revislon to PEA
procedures, in response to OMB Circular
A-90, Transmittal Memorandum No. 1,
regarding Information and computer re-
"quirements placed upon State and local
governments by the Federal Govern-
ment.

PEA policy in the past has been to
avoid imposing undue restrictions on
State and, local government units In
the use of Automatic Data Processing
resources.

In order to emphasize this policy, and
to ensure that It continues to be ob-
served, it Is proposed that the Govern-
ment-furnished computer support
clause, which is Incorporated in all FEA
contracts Involving data collection or
data processing services, be amended to
include the following statement:

Consistent with the provisionsu of OMB
Circular No. A-9O, nothing In this clauco
is intended to restrict the latitude of any
State or local government unit In the selec-
tion and use of computer system.

DATES: Comments on or before June
6, 1977.
ADDRESSES: Comments to: Executive
Communications, Room 3300, Federal
Energy Administration Box L., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20461.
FOR URTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT,

Albert H. Linden, Jr. (Program Of-
fice), 2000 MN Street NW., Room 7202,
Washington, D.C. 20461, 202-254-3910.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Public comments are Invited regarding
the above -proposed amendment. In-
terested parties should submit their
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comments In writing to Executive Corn-
muncations, Federal Energy Admlnis-
tration. Box LE Washington, D.C.
20461. Handcarried comments may be
delivered to Room 3309, Federal Bund-
Ing, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW,
Washington, D.C., between the hours
of 8:00 am. to 4:30 pan., Monday
through Friday, except on legal public
holidays.

Comments should be identified on the
outside of the envelope and on the
documents submitted to PEA Executive
Communications with the designation
"Computer Support Clause/State and
Local Governments!' All comments re-
ceived on or before June 6, 1977, and all
other relevant information, will be con-
sidered by PEA before the new amend-
ment Is adopted.

Any Information or data considered
by the person furnishing It to be con-
fidentlal must be so Identified and sub-
mitted n.writlng, one additional copy
only. The PEA reserves the right to
determine the confidential status of the
information or data and to treat It
according to that determination.

Issued In Washington, D.C., May 1,
1977.

ERo J. F -rax
Acting General CounseL

IFR Doc.77-12869 iled 5-2-"7;1:35 pm]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Docket No. 76--621

INACTIVE TARIFFS BY INDEPENDENT
CARRIERS IN THE FOREIGN COM-
MERCE OF THE UNITED STATES

Order
This proceeding began with the issu-

ance of an Order to Show Cause directed
to 38 nonconference, nonvessel operating
common carriers by water in the foreign
commerce of the United States (Re-
spondents). These carriers were directed
to demonstate that the tariffs they had
filed with the Commission In fact de-
scribed an active, bona fide offering of
transportation services to the public, or
suffer the cancellation of these tariffs.

Thirty (30) of the Respondents did not
reply to the Show Cause Order and the
Commission's Invitation to submit sup-
porting affidavits of fact and memoranda
of law, contained therein.

Eight Respondents did fileinformation
of some type, but none of these even
alleged that they were actively soliciting
or providing common carrier servies.

Imperial Van Lines, Wilson Container
Co., Inc. and IASL Corporation "have
canceled the tariffs alleged to describe
an -sentially fictitious or suspended
service, thereby mooting any controversy
pertaining to said tariffs.

Transocean Container Service Co.,
Ltd., has stated that It wishes its tariff
to be canceled. This request shall be ac-
commodated by the instant Order.

Requests for noncancellation were re-
celved from Trans-Globe Shipping Co.
(Trans-Globe); Specialized Transporta-
tion Sales, Inc. (STS); Posey Interna-
tional, Inc. (Posey); and W. R. Zanes
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and Co. of Louisiana, Inc. (Zanes)'. A
reply to these requests was filed by the
Commission's Bureau of Hearing Coun-
sel which favored cancellation of all but
Zanes' tariff.

The Commission is of the view that
neither Trans-Globe, STS, Posey nor
Zanes are performing as common car-
riers by water In the trades listed in the
tariffs now under examination. It is mis-
leading to the public, potentially unfair
td competing carriers, and an adminis-
trative burden upon our staff, for "paper"
tariffs to be kept on file, available for
possible use if it should suit the narrow
purposes of the persons issuing them to
quickly enter the trade, but otherwise
describing a nonexistent service. We
construe such a situation as contraven-
ing the implicit requirements of Ship-
ping Act section 18(b), subsections (1)

-through (3), which necessitate the
prompt submission of accurate informa-
tion concerning the services offered by a
common carTier, including the suspen-
sion of all or any part of the operations
described by its published tariffs. See
Embargo on Cargo, North Atlantic and
Gulf Ports, 2 U.SIM.C. 464, 465 (1940);
Intercoastal Schedules of Hammond
Shipping Co., Ltd.; 1 U.S.S.B. 606, 607
(1939); Carriers Transporting Sugar
from Virgin Islands to the United
States; 1 U.S.M.C. 695, 699-700 (1938);
Intercoastal Investigation, 1935, 1
U.S.S.B. 400, 449 (1935).

Trans-Globe has, without explanation,
amended Its tariff to include Japan and
South Korea in the range of ports served
and substitute NOS rates for several
specific commodity rates. Mere physical
changes in a tariff cannot substitute for
the performance of common carrier
service. Until Trans-Globe intends to
actively engage in such service, it should
not maintain a tariff on file with the
Commission. Ghezzi Trucking, Inc.-
Cancellation of Inactive Tariffs, 13
F.M.C. 253, 255 (1970).

Posey states that it has been inactive
as a common carrier because local ocean
carriers do not publish Freight All Kinds
(FAK) rates, but that one such carrier
might begin accepting FAX cargo
shortly. Until such time as Posey is
actually able to perform as a common
carrier, it too should not be permitted to
maintain an inaccurate and- incomplete
tariff on file with the Commission. When
and if the local ocean carriers publish a
FAX rate, Posey can readily submit a
current tariff.

STS states that it has been "quoting"
from its tariff and is "in the process" of
increasing some of its published rates.
In the absence of evidence describing
the exact nature and extent of this
"quoting," we have no basis for conclud-
ing that STS is actively soliciting, what
is more, offering common carrier serv-
ices, and shall cancel its tariffs.

Zanes admits it is not an active com-
mon carrier, but states that it has been
prevented from obtaining business by
the International Longshoremen's As-
sociation's 50-mile container stuffing
rule. Now that this rule has been over-
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turned by the Nationhl Labor Relations
Board, Zanes is "seriously considering"
the activation of a common carrier
service. As in the case of Posey, once
Zanes is prepared to actually commence
common carrier service, it may readily
file a tariff describing the service and
rates it will be offering at that time. k

Wherefore, it is ordered, That the
tariffs of the thirty-five carriers listed
in the attached Appendix are hereby
canceled, provided that this cancellation
shall be without prejudice to said car-
riers filing new tariffs when they aie
prepared to begin bona fide operations as
common carriers in the foreign com-
merce of the United States.

By the Commission.

JOSEPH C. POLKING;
Acting Secretary.

APPENDIX

Arabian Mediterranean Line, c/o, Aqua
Steamship Agency, Inc., 509 Petroleum
Building, Houston, Texas 77002.

FMC 1-From U.S. Gulf and South Atlantic
to all ports (except Spanish Mediterranean
and Israeli ports) served on the Med. Sea
from Gibraltar to Port Said, etc.

Dai Jin Shipping Co., Ltd., C. R. Nickerson,
Agent 9 First Street, San Francisco, Cali-
fornia 94105.

FMC 1--Gulf and Pacific/Japan, Hong
Kong, Korea, Taiwan and Vietnam.

D. L. Haynes, Inc., 4757 E. Slauson Avenue,
Maywood, California 90270.

FMC I-From Los Angeles, to Australia,
New Zealand and South Sea Islands.

Foursofl Shipping Corp., Ocean Services
Agency, Inc., 886 United Nations Plaa, New
York, New York 10017.

FmC 1-Atlantic, Gulf, Great Lakes and
Pacific/Japan S. Korea, Taiwan, ]long Kong,
Vietnam, Philippines, Malaysia, Thailand,
Indonesia,- East Pakistan and East Coast
India.

Glen Enterprises Limited, c/o T. A. De
Witt, Agent, 17 Battery Place, New York,
New York 10001.

FMC 1-Between U.S. Atlantic and Gulf
and ports in Europe and ports in Africa on
the Mediterranean Sea.

Global Container Service, Inc., c/o Global
Terminal & Container Services, Inc., 26
Broadway, Room 2800, New York, New York
10004.

FmC 1-From Continental European ports
(Hamburg/Lisbon range) to U.S. Atlantic
ports (Boston/Miami range).

FIC 2-From U.S. Atlantic ports (Boston/
Miami range) to Continental European
ports (Hamburg/Lisbon range).

Gulf Ports Shipping Company, c/o Elton
Tillery. P.O. Box 8621, Houston, Texas 77009.

FMC 1-Between US. Gulf ports and
worldwide ports.

Intermodal Freight Forwarding, Inc., 116
Nassau Street, New York, New York.

FMC 1-From Japan, Taiwan, Hong Kong,
Singapore to Norfolk, Hampton Roads, and
New York.

International Storage and Distribution
Co., inc., 9 First Street, San Francisco, Cali-
fornia 94105.

ifC 2-Between Atlantic, Pacific and
Great Lakes ports and worldwide destina-
tions.

Iranian Shipping Lines, S.A. (Stateside
address), c/o Keyship Agency, Inc., General
Agents, 17 Battery Place, New York, New
York 10004.

Iranian Shipping Lines, S.A. (Foreign ad-
dress), 168 Saad Avenue, P.O. Box 1693,
Teheran, Iran.

FMC 1-From U.S. Atlantic and Gulf ports
to Red Sea and Gulf of Aden.

FMO 2-From U.S. Gulf of Mexico and
Atlantic ports to Persian/Arabian Gulf ports.

FMIO 4--From Persian Gulf ports to U.S.
Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic ports.

FMC 5-From Red Sea and Gulf of Aden
to U.S. Gulf of Mexico and Atlantio ports.

Lebay International, P.O. Box 52170, Hows-
ton, Texas 66052.

FITC 1-From U.S. ports to worldwide
ports.

Micronesia Line, Inc., 28 Hillside Avenue,
San Anselmo, California 04960.

FMC 1-From U.S. Pacific to Trust Terri-
tory'of the Pacific Islands.

Overocean Transport Corp., 139 Harvard
Avenue, Stamford, Connecticut.

FMC 1-Froi New York, Elizabeth, Nov/
Jersey, Chicago and Bridegport, Connecticut,
to worldwide destinations.

Posey International, P.O. Box 6329, Hots-
ton, Texas 77028.

FMC 1-Between U.S, ports and worldwide
ports.

Serviocean International, c/o Marine Over-
seas Services, Inc., 4849 Honestead Road,
Suite 232, Houston, Texas 77028.

FMC 1-Between Atlantic and Gulf/Aia,
Africa, Middle East,

Specialized Transportation Sales, Inc,, 220
Park Road North, Wyomissing, Pa. 10010.

FMC 1-From U.S. Atlantic, Gulf, Pabific
and Great Lakes ports to worldwide ports.

Seaboard Mercantile Trading Co., Inc., o/o
Global Maritime Agencies, Inc., 62 Broadway,
New York, New York 10004.

FMC 4-From Bulgarian ports to U.S. East
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and West
Coast ports.

FMC 5-From Turkish ports to U.S. East
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great.Lakes and West
Coast ports.

FMC 6-From Moroccan ports to U.S. East
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and West
Coast ports.

FMC 7-From Yugoslavian ports to U.S.
East Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and Weit
Coast ports.

F C 8-From Tunisian ports to US. Eat
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and West
Coast ports.

FMC 9-From Portuguese ports to U.S.
East Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and West
Coast ports.

FSMC 10-From Lebanese ports to U.S. taob
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and West
Coast ports. '

FMC 11-From Spanish ports to U.S. Eait
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and Webt
Coast ports.

FMC 12-From Greek ports to U.S. Eabt
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and Webt
Coast ports.

FMC 13-From Italian ports to U.S. Eas
Coast, Gulf Coast, Great Lakes and WeSt
Coast ports.

Tancorp Shipping Ltd., Room 31d, Windsor
House, Hong Kong, B.C.C.

FMC 1-Taiwan/Atlantic, Gulf and Pa-
cific.

j'MC 2--Japan/Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific.
Tise Philpoe Lines, Union Bank Tower 900,

21515 Hawthorne Blvd., Torrance, Chlifornia
90503.

FMC 1-Taiwan/Pacific.
FMC 2-Hong Kong/Pacific,
FMC 3-Xorea/Pacific.
Torrence Navigation Company, c/o T. A.

Dewitt, Agent, 17 Battery Place, Now York,
New York 10004.

FMO 2-Btween Atlantic and Gulf/Red
Sea and Persian Gulf.

MC 4-Between Atlantic and Gulf/West
and South Africa.

FMC 3-Atlantic and Gulf/ev Zealanq!
and Australia.
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Trans-Asia Shipping Co., Ltd., 32-36 Des
Voeux Road West, Room 904 Mian Cheong
Bldg., Hong Kong, B.O.G.

FMC 1-Between Guam, Formosa, Philip-
pines Thiland/Trust Territories.

Trans-Atlantlc Steel Carriers, Inc., 82 Wall
Street, New York, New York 10005.

FalO 2--Great Lakes, Atlantic and Gulf/
Far East.

Transcontinental Consolidators, Inc, 19
Iron Way, Little Falls, New Jersey 07643.

FMC 1-From U.S. North Atlantic. to
worldwide ports.

Trans-Globe Shipping Co., Ltd., No. 7,
-3-Chome, Nihanbashitori, Chuo-Ku, Tokyo,
Japan.

FMC 1-Tawan, Hong Kong/U.S.
Trans Royal International Pacific Co.,

Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands,
Saipan, Mariana Islands.

FMO 1-Paciflc/Malaysla, Cambodia and
Singapore.

Union Sincerety Corporation; 3rd Floor
185 Shin Yi Rd., Sec. 2 Talpel, Taiwan.

FM C 1-Between Guam, Formosa, Hong,
Kong, Philippines, Thiland and Trust
' Territories.

United Enterprises and Shipping (PTE)
Ltd., of Singapore, No. 6 Cecil Street, 5th
Floor, Box 3125, Singapore 1.

FMC 2-Far-East/Atlantic and Gulf.
FMC 3--Taiwan/Pacific.
FMC 4--Hong Kong, Thalland/Paciflc.
F1o 5-1alaysla, Singapore/Pacific.
1wo 6-Great Lakes, Atlantic, Gulf,

Pacific/Far East.
-O 8-Malaysia, Hong Kong, Singapore,

Taiwan/Great Lakes.
Venus International Linec/o Benus Ling

.nd Co. Inc., 80 Broad Street, New York,
New York.

FMC 1-Taiwan, Hong Kong, Thailand.
Singapore/Atlantlc and Gulf.
PFMO 2-Japan/Atlantic and Gulf.
Wan Hai Steamship, P.O. Box 22437, 42,

Tai Yuan Road, Taipl, Taiwan.P FMC 1-Between Guam, Trust Terri-
tories/Hong Kong.

World Transport Limited, c/o Global
Maritime Agencis, Inc., 52 Broadway, New
York, New York 10004.

IW1O I-From U.S. Great Lakes, East
Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports to all ports
in the Mediterranean.
F.O 4--From U.S._ Great Lakes, East

Coast Gulf and West Coast ports to Euro-
pean ports on the Baltic, North Sea and
Atlantic Coast.

FPO 7-From Bulgarian ports to U.S. East
Coast, Gulf Coast and West Coast ports.
SFMC 8-From Moroccan ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf Coast and West Coast ports.
FMC 9--From Greek ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf Coast and West Coast ports.
lWC 10-From Yugoslavian ports to U.S.

East Coast, Gulf Coast.and West Coast ports.
FMC 11-From Tunisian ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
FMC 12-From Turkish ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
P51 13-From Spanish p3orts to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
PMC 14-From Italian ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
FPMC 15-From Lebanese ports to U.S. East

Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
PF1C 16-From Portuguese ports to U.S.

East Coast, Gulf and West Coast ports.
Worldwide Carriers, c/o Astoria Steamship

Agency, Inc, 2 John Street, New York, New
York 10038.

FMC 2-Pacific/Far East.
P MO 5--Philippines/Great Lakes.
FC 6-Talwan/Great Lakes.
PMO 7-Far-East/Atlantic, Gulf, Pacific.

NOTICES

FMC 8-StraIts/Great Lakes.
FMO 9---Thalland/Great Lakez.
FIC 10-Indonesa/Great Lakes.
1FMC 16--Great lakes Gulf/Far East.
FMC 18--Korea, Japan/Great Lakes.
Worldwide Carriers, Ltd., 0/o Astoria

Steamship Agency, Inc., 52 Broadway, Noew
York, Now York 1000DL
FO 4-From U.S. East Coast and Gulf

ports to all ports in the Mediterranean, In-
cluding Casablanca to Port Said, (Including
Adriatic and Black Sea ports).

FMO 19--Fom U.S. Great Lakes ports to
all ports in the Mediterranean.

PMO 11-From all ports served on the
Meediterranean Sea from W~braltar to Port
Said, Including Adriatic and Black Sea ports,
and from Casablanca to Port Said inclusive
to U.S. Great Lakes ports.
FMO 23-From all ports served on the

Mediterranean Sea from Gibraltar to Port
Said, including Adriatic and Black Sea ports,
and from Casablanca to Port Said Inclusive
to U.S. East Coast and Gulf ports.

W. It. Zanes & Co., Louisiana Inc., P.O. Box
2330, New Orleans, La. 70130.

FMC 1-Between U.S. Ports and Worldwide
ports.

W. W. Lynch, Inc., 1600 W. 8th Street, Long
Beach, California 90813.

FMO 1-Between Japan, Korea and U.S.
Pacific Coast ports.

[FR Doo.77-12934 Fled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. CP7-337]

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO.
Application

APiL 25, 1977.
Take notice that on April 12, 1977,

Algonquin Gas Transmission Company
(Applicant), 1284 Soldiers Field Road,
Boston, Massachusetts, filed in Docket
No. CP77-337 an application pursuant to
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity authorizing Applicant to render
a storage service for its customers under
a storage service arrangement with
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation
(Texas Eastern), which service Texas
Eastern is making available from ar-
rangements with Consolidated Gas Sup-
ply Corporation (Consolidated), all as
more fully set forth In the application
which is on file with the Commission
and.open to public Inspection.

Applicant proposes to receive gas from
its customers and store such gas under
a storage service arrangement dated
March 21, 1977 with Texas Eastern for
a period of three years. Applicant also
requests -authorization to permit Its cus-
tomers to "carryover" certain quanti-
ties of gas presently being stored in an
expiring arrangement with Consolidated.
rather than being compelled to with-
draw such gas out of storage for use
at the present time and backing off on
gas under Applicant's Rate Schedule
F-I and then, If still available, inject
the backed-off F-1 gas into the sane
storage later in the summer. - v

Applicant indicates that the storage
arrangement proposed here relates to
the continuation in substance of storage
arrangements in Consolidated, et aL,
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Docket No. CP73-206 and Applicant in
Docket No. CP75-332. Applicant states
that the proposed service by Texas
Eastern would be under its Rate Sched-
ule ISS. Applicant asserts that it pro-
poses to render and continue basically
the same type of storage service to Its
customers as It has done in the past two
years with Consolidated. Applicant
states that the quantity being stored
would be 7,228,000 million Btu's as
against 4,386,830 million Btu's being
stored in the prior, arrangement with
Consolidated.

It is stated that with the transition of
storage service from Consolidated to
Texas Eastern, Applicant- and Its custo-
mers are faced with a "carryover" prob-
lem, and at the present time, as Con-
solidated's service was scheduled to
terminate on March 31, 1977, Applicant's
customers could be called upon to -physi-
cally remove all gas remaining in stor-
age for their account. Applicant pro-
poses that the same "carryover" proyi-
slon effective in prior years be extended
to the transition year from service based
upon that provided by consolidated to
the successor service based upon'service
to be provided by Texas Eastern. This
carryover provision as contained in the
previous years S-T service by Applicant
would be included in the revised S-T
service in years prior to the last years,
It Is said. Applicant asserts that such
storage gas Is not needed at the present
time but would be sorely needed durin
the 1977-78 winter period.

It is stated that Applicant and other
East Coast companies have previously
entered into three-year agreements with
Consolidated providing for the storage
of gas by Consolidated for Applicant and
the retun' of such gas to Applicant for
Its customers who participated in such
storage program, and Texas Eastern
would not provide, substantially the
same type of storage and transportation
service for a 3-year period commencing
April 16, 1977 and terminating April 15,
1980, for fourteen named resale custo-
mers including Applicant.

Applicant states that It proposes to-
render substantially the same type of
service to the same customers as it did
in Docket No. CP75-332, that certain of
Its customers would be receiving in-
creased storage service, and that the
service has been modified to conform to
the proposed Texas Eastern ISS service.

Applicant states that no new facilities
are required to render the proposed serv-
ices, since the gas would be delivered pri-
marily within the contract demand set
forth under Rate Schedule F-l, WS-1
and SNG-1, I.e., delivered with-the ca-
pacity available due to the curtailments
by Texas Eastern of 700,000 Mcf of nat-
ural gas per day. -

It is Indicated that Applicant proposes
to charge its authorized S-T service
charge of $1.15 per million Btu's for the
basic storage service and $1.00 for Its
supplemental storage service.

Applicant proposes-to render the pro-
posed services to Its customers as follows:
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2 NOTICES

[n =Mlon Bti'sl

Basic storage
Name of cust6mori 

B t

Capacity Demand

Day State Gas Co.-- 91, 617 1,4M
Boston Gas Co----. 3M,808 5,511
Cape Cod Gas Co 30,955 507
Commonwealth Gas IoM..... 139,183 Z277
Connecticut Gas Co., Tho..... 125,34 2,052
Connecticut Natural Gas Corp_._ 104,933 1,717
Fall River Gas Co3.. 578 6
Hartford Electrio Light Co., the.. 9, 011 147
Middleborough, Massachusetts,

North Attleboro Gas Co------- .2.. 137 35
Norwich, Connecticut, cof-- 11,4W 1sOrango rind Riockland Uties,

n...---------------- -12,647 207
Providence Gas Co..-------- 51,36 2,477
Southern Connecticut Gas Co.,
the-..... .81,658 1,336

Supplemental
storage

Capacity Demand

Bay State Gas Co..........-585,343 3, 877
Boston Gas Co----- - 1D...~. 1,8643 1,521
Cape Cod Gas Co. --- -------- 79,50 4,501
Commonwealth Gas Co .------ 66,817 4,417
Connecticut Gas Co, the----- 659.624 4, SW
Connecticut Natural Gas Corp.. 301,067 1,99
Fall River Gas Co....------- 100,000 663
Hartford Electric Light Co., the- 20,000 133
North Attleboro Gas Co...... 8,642 58
Norwich, Connecticut, city oL... 25,722 171
Orango and ocknd Utilities, 271

Providence Gas Co -......... 456,154 3, 021
Southern Connecticut Gas Co.,

the.--- --- -- -- -- -- -- ----- 342 :3,473

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 17,
1977, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission's rules of practice and procedure
(18 CPR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CPR
157.10). All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be taken.
but will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a proceed-
ing or to participate as a party in any
hearing therein must file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission's rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, If the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is re-

quired, further- notice of such hearing
will be duly givn.

Under the procedure herein provided,
for, unless otherwise advised, It wilf be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KsmNNLH F. PLUITS,
Secretary.

T P DOC.77-12797 -lfled 5--4-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. =I77-9]
KENTUCKY OHIO GAS CO.

Order Granting Petition for Special Relief
and Permitting Intervention

APr, 26, 1977.
On November 8, 1976, Kentucky Ohio

Gas Company (Kentucky Ohio) filed-a
'petition for special relief pursuant to
§ 2.76 of the Commission's General Policy
and Interpretations (18 CFR § 2.76) for
the sale of natural gas to Kentucky
West Virginia Gas Company (Kentucky
West) from eight leases In the Brushy
and Prater Fork Field, Brush Creek,
Floyd County, Kentucky under its FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 4. Subsequently,
Kentucky Ohio filed an amended petition
for special relief on January 10, 1977.

Kentucky Ohio is an independent
small producer which was issued a
small producer certificate by Order No,
411 on October 2, 1970. Holding a 100
percent working interest in the leases,
Kentucky Ohio is presently selling
natural gas to Kentucky West at a rate
of 290 per Mef at 15.325 psla pursuant to
a contract dated November 1, 1929.

'In order to increase production to an
economically viable level and to preclude
premature abandonment, Kentucky
Ohio states that it will be necessary to
rework two wells which are presently
non-producers and repair its gathering
system. Therefore, Kentucky Ohio re-
quests that the Commission authorize it
to collect 58.3 cents per Mcf for the sale
with provision for a io per Mcf annual
incrbase. In a March 11, 1977 letter,
Kentucky West formally expressed its
willingness to amend the contract to that
price found by the Commission to be
just and reasonable under Order No. 481.

Notice of Kentucky Ohio's petition for
special relief was issued on November
18, 1976 and was published in the Fed-
eral Register. Notice of the amended
petition for special relief was issued on
February 11, 1977. Kentucky West filed
a timely petition to intervene.

Based on an analysis of data sub-
mitted by Kentucky Ohio, staff estimates
that 161,760 Mcf remain to be produced
over a period of nine years and concludes
that the requested special relief is
warranted.' After reviewing the costs to

"See Appendix A, attached hereto.

be incurred and the reserves to be re-
covered, we determine that Kentucky
Ohio's petition for special relief is war-
ranted and that It is in the public interest
to grant this petition.

The Commission finds. The petition
for special relief filed by Kentucky Ohio
meets the criteria set forth In ection
2.76 of the Commission's General Policy
and Interpretations.

The Commission orders. (A) Aa
amended, the petition for special relief
of Kentucky Ohio Is hereby granted.

(B) Kentucky Ohio is authorized to
collect 58.3 cents per Mcf at 15.325 psla
with provision for a 1 cent per Mof an-
nual increase to take effect on the annual
anniversary date of this Increase for
natural gas from eight leases at Brushy
and Prater Fork Field, Brush Creek,
Floyd County, Kentucky under its FC
-Gas Rate Schedule No. 4, effective upon
either the date of issuance of this order
or the date the remedial work is com-
pleted, whichever is later.

(C) The authorization is subject to
the following conditions: (1) Kentucky
Ohio must file within 30 days of the date
of issuance of this order, the appropriate
rate change filings in accordance with
Section 154.94 of the Commission's Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CER 154.94),- accompanied by an exe-
cuted copy of the amended contract
agreement providing for the rate in-
crease. (2) Within 30 days of the effective
date provided in Ordering Paragraph (A)
above for the rate authorized herein,
Kentucky Ohio must file a statement
signed by Kentucky West In Docket No.
RI77-9 setting forth the date on which
the remedial work was completed.

(D) Kentucky Ohio must file a notice
of rate change pursuant to the require-
ments of §'154.94 of the Commission's
Regulations and Section 4(d) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act for each of the 1 cent per
Mcf annual escalations permitted under
Ordering Paragraph (A) above.

(E) Kentucky West is permitted to in-
tervene in the above-entitled proceeding,
subject to the rules and regulations of
the Commission: Provided however, That
Its participation shall be limited to mat-
ters affecting asserted rights and inter-
ests specificaly set forth in Its petition
for-leave to intervene: And jrovldcd fur-
ther, That the admission of Kentucky
West In the manner provided shall not
be construed as recognition by the Com-
mission that Kentucky West might bo
aggrieved because of any order or orders
entered in this proceeding, and that Ken-
tucky West agrees to accept the record
as it now stands.

By the Commission.
KENNETH F. PLUMBa,

,Secretaryj.
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AiENDrx A
[Docket No. R177-91

Kentucky Ohio Gas Oo.-Brushy and
Prater Fork Field Leases, Brush Creek
FZoyd Countv, Ky.

CALCULTION OF UNIT COST OF GAS

Line Description Volume Total
No. cost

(a) (b) (c)

1_ Voumej .-(TW.):

.... Gas,,00ft
t atS.325ps a.. 133,-S3___ liquWds, bbl -------- 0 - -

4_ _ Araoe rate base5___ Average net investment_.........__ %,423
6___ Average working capital al- _ 1,207

lowance.

7.= Averageratebase ............------- 5,30
8--- Sbs of yrodudiom
9._ Keturn on rate base- ........... 7,601,
10--- Production expense .......... 8,9--
U.--- DD&A expense---------_- 9,6G0

12.-- Total cost of produclon IO- 104,183

13--- Unit cost of ga.:
14--- Cost of production (per 1,000 ..... .78

its.
15___ Production tax.. .... 0

11._-__ Total cost of gas per ... .48
1,000 ft3.

NoTE.-The above cost is based on representations of
the applicant contained in his filing. The volumes are
based on staff's recoverable reserves of 161760 1,000 Its of
gas. The production curve on sheet three I3)Is expected.
lUne 2=82.8125 pctx 161,760. Line 54-from sheet

9 line 5&
Line 6=line 9 sheet 2X12.5 pct+9 yr. production life.(S,912X12.5 pct)+9=1,207. Line 9=line 1X15 pctX9
yr production life. Ltne 10=from sheet2, line9. Llno 11=
"from sheet 2, line 4. line 14=lne 12 divided by line 2
Line 15 -therb isno production tx in Kentucky.

-unitnary of applicant's filed data

Line Description Total
No. cost

(a) (b)

1.---- Investment (Kentucky Ohio's N.W.l):
2.---- Present net book value..=$4,444
3.__ Proposed new Investment .....- ... --- 6,216

4.__ Total project investment. ......- 9,660

L---- Kentucky's average project Investment- 4,423

6.__ Production cost (Kentucky's N.W.I):
7__ Operating and maintenance expense.. S6, 789
8.---- Regulatory expese. ------------ 133

9.---- TotaL .....-- --------- --- 8,922

Note.-Line 5=3rom line 11 Sheet 3. Line 7=Based
on fature operating expense of $7,956 lyr times n t
inflation factor compounded for the first 5 years plus
$10,156 for the remaining 4 yers=$86,789. The expenses
were: Production $5,441; Maintenance $133 Insurance
$1,105;Adminlstrative$189; Indireet $86; an xes$24 .
Line 8=Regulatory expense as accepted In Opinion No.
749 at $.001iMd x 133,958.

NOTICES

"Avorage annual itsedBmcnt

Percent IlIddla
lna Tear Estimated reamrie or ye
No. No; production remaig; dereciated

(1,0001tr at id Invetment
year

(a) (b) (0) (d)

I 1,- .3 P.M030
2.___ 2 1, 143 F0.l 7,=

i 15,701l M097 40I
44 15,105 &&.47 t =1

5._ 5 14, 03 44.35 ,%t
6 . a 14,409 31.43 3,=1
7_____. 7 A ,91 M91 %,213

8 13,6,8 12.61 1,21=
9 13,410 02.51 242

10..- ---- - - - - - - -1 1- - ---- --

11 Kntucky Ohio net average roect In-
vestment - .------------.. 4,43

NoT-Estliated Production Is from rtal's re erv
estimate. Total project InvestmentI3 S9.0. Deprclabla
investment is line 4 heert 2. No Ervzgo raluo Is a=umed
due to tho life of thoeroct. Column (d) tual coumn
(c) times 9,660. Lio 10=nimmnton Of nes I to P.
Lino l1=Uine 10+9 yr life.

[FR Doc. 77-12799 Filed 5-4-77:8:45 am)

[Docket No. 1177-11]

GRUY MANAGEMENT SERVICE CO.,
OPERATOR FOR V. A. HUGHES, ET AL

Order Granting Petition For Special Relief
ApInL 26, 1977.

On November 9, 1976, Gruy Manage-
ment Service Co., as operator for V. A.
Hughes, et al. (Gruy), filed in Docket
No. RI77-11 a petitlon for special relief
pursuant to Order Nos. 481 and 551 and
§ 2.76 of the Commission's Gdneraml Policy
and Interpretations (18 CFR 2.76) with
respect to a sale of natural gas to United
Gas Pipe Line Company (United) from
the Roscoe Robinson No. 1 Well located
in the Carthage Field, Panola County,
Texas.

Gruy was Issued a small producer cer-
tificate on June 19, 1972, in Docket No.
CS72-806. Pursuant to a gas sales agree-
ment dated June 21, 1956, Gruy is cur-
rently collecting a base rate of 35 cents
per ,cf foi the sale to United Gruy
states that the single-stage compressor
used to deliver the gas produced from
the subject well is In need of repair in
order to continue production from the
well. Gruy further states that the well
is burrently shut-in, and that without
special relief the remaining reserves will
not be recovered. In order to resume pro-
duction from the subject well, Gruy and
United entered into an amendment to

22927

their gas sales agreement on Decem-
ber 20. 1976, whereby United agreed to
pay Gruy a base rate of 61.25 cents per
Mef for gas produced from the well in
consideration for Gruy's performing the
necessary repairs on the compression
facilities.

Notice of Gruy's petition for special
relief was issued on November 24, 1976,
and appeared in the FDERAL REGISTER
on December 3, 1976, at 41 FA 53106.
United filed a petition to intervene.

Based on Its analysis of data sub-.
mitted by Gruy, Staff estimates that
41,600 Mcf remain to be produced over
a period of three years, and concludes
that the requested special relief is war-
ranted. After a careful review of the
costs to be incurred and the reserves to
be recovered, we conclude that It is in
the public Interest to grant Gruy special
relief.

The Commission orders. (A) The peti-
tion for special relief of Gruy is hereby
granted.

(B) Gruy is authorized to collect 61.25
cents per Mcf, plus tax reimbursement,
at 14.65 psla for gas sold to United from
the Roscoe Robinson No. 1 Well located
in the Carthage Field, Panola County,
Texas, effective on the date of Issuance
of this order or on the date of comple-
tion of the proposed compressor repair,
whichever is later. This authorization is
contingent upon Gray's filing within 30
days of the date of completion of the
proposed repair work a, statement,
signed by United, that the proposed re-
pair work has been performed to
United's satisfaction.

(C) United is permitted to inteivene
n the above-entitled proceeding, subject

to the rules and regulations of the Com-
mission; Provided, however, That its
participation -hall be limited to matters
affecting asserted rights and interests
specifically set forth in Its petition for
leave to intervene: And Provided,
further, That the admission of United
in the manner provided shall not be
construed as recognition by the Com-
MIsion that United might be aggrieved
because of any order or orders entered
In this proceeding, and that United
agrees to accept the record as it now
stands.

By the Commission.

KMRN=T F. PLU,l
Secretary.

3 Seo Appendix A attahed hereto.
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APPENDIX A

[Docket No. RI77-41, IRoscoe Robinson Well No.1]

Gruy Management Service Co.-arthageFieN, Panola CountV,, Tex.

Line No. Description Volume Tota1st

(a) (b) (0)

I Volumes (N'.W.L):
2.......... Gas, Mcf at 14.65 p23 -............... - - -, -- .........3 -3 .. . .. .. . .. .Liquids, bb:.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . " 106 -............ .
4 ...... Average rate base:
5 .... Average net i t ... .. . $4,763
6 - ....... Average working capital alowanc ... 265

7._ Average r base .... 5,720

..... .. Cost of production:.
. ....... Return on rate base - . . . ......... 2,578

10. .Production expnse.. 23,163
11 ............. DD&A ex8...... 3,000
12 ------------- Total cost of production ........- - - - - - - - -33,746

13 ----....-...... Unit cost of gas:
14 ------------ Cost of production (per 1,000 lt).....- -0.85
1--- -- r------- Production tax at 7.5 pot total... 7.37

l0 ....... Total cost of gas (per 1,000 ItV) ---------------------------------- --. 25--

NOT'r.-Tho above costs are based on representations of the applicant contained in his filing. The volumes am
based on Gruy's recoverable reserve estimate of 41,600 Ife! of gas and 122 bbl of liquids (at 14.6 psia). The produc-
tion curve shown on sheet 3 Is expected. Line 1=gross working interest Is 87.23342 pet. Line 5=from sheet 2, line 5.
Lino 6= (sheet 2, line 10X12.5 pet) divided by 3 yr production life. Line 9=(line 7g15 pet) times 3 yr production
life. Line 10=from sheet 2, line 10. Line 1l=from sheet 2, line 4 minus $1,000 expected salvage value. Line 14=Line
12 divided by the modified Btu equivalent of Lines 2 and 3. This involves converting the liquids into Btu equiva-
lent 1,000 ta 

of ges in a modified Btu bsls as described in FPC Opinion No. 749 (Issued Dec. 31,1975). M.odified
Biu equivalent oflines 2 and 3 on this basis is 37,131 Mef of 1029 Btu/ft3 gas.

[Docket No. R177-11, Roscoe Robinson Well No. 1]

Gruy Managemwct Service Co Carthage Field, Panola Counti, Tex.

sUmmARY OF APPLICAT'S FILED DATA

Line No. Description Total cost

(a) (b)

. Investnent (Gruy'sN.W:.):2 ... .... .... Present net book vl e. . . . . .. . . . .. ... . .. . . . .. . . .
Z....---------- Proposed new investment - $9,000

4Total projec investment----- 9,000

5--------------- Gruy's average net project investnent ------------- --------------- 4763

------- Productioncosts (Gruy'sN.W.L):
7------------- -Lease operating maintenance expense 21,015
8 ... . Compression expense .. 2..S.

-........ egulatory expense ......--------------------- ...........

10 ....... Total production expense ----- ._ ---................ -23,163

NoTE.-Line 5=from sheet 3, line 5. Line =reguatory expense as adopted in Opinion No. 770 at 0.2/c1lX3,29

DEPRECIATION SCHEDULE

Estimated Percent Middle of Mfiddle of
Line No. Yer production reserves year average Salvzgo year average

(1,000 It s) remaining depreciable value - investments
at mid year investment

(a) (b) (e) (d) (e) ()

I ------------------- 1 13,008 6L25 $,500 $1, o0 $7,500
2 ------------ ------ 2 12,300 45.55 3,644 1,000 4,6443 ------------------- 3 10,351 14.30 1,144 1,00 2,144

4 ------------------ Total --------- 36,289 ---.........-.------.-----------.....- - -14,23

5. Gray's average
project in-
vestm ent ---------------------------------------------------------------------------- -...... 4,763

NoT.-Estimated production Is from Gray's reserve estimate. Total project investment is $9,000. Since salvage
value is $1,000, depreciable investment is $9,000 to $1,000'=,000. Column (d) equals Column (c) times $8,000. Column
(0 equals olumn (d) plus Column (a) Line 4=summation oflines 1 through 3. Line 5=line 4 divided by 3.

[FR Doc.77-12798 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Dockot No. n1P76-144 and Doolot No,
OP7k-192]

FT. PIERCE UTILITY AUTHORITY, ET AL
Extension of Time

ApniL 22, 1977.
Ft. Pierce Utility Authority, ot al.,

Complainants v. Florida Gas Transmis-
sion Company, Respondent Florida Gas
Transmission Company.

On April 22, 1977, Florida Gas Trans-
mission Company filed a motion to ex-
tend the time for responding to the "Re-
quest of Florida Cities for Oral Argu-
ment," filed April 8, 1977. Pursuant to
§ 1.12 of the Commission's Rules of Prac-
tice and Procedure/responses to the April
8 filing must be tubmitted on or before
April 25, 1977.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that an extension df time is
granted to and including June 10, 1977,
within which time responses to the re-
quest of Florida Cities shall be flied.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR DoC.77-12901 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. R=77-06]

GILLRING OIL CO.
Petition for Declaratory Order

APrn 28, 1977.
Take notice that on April 13, 1977,

Gillring Oil Company, First State Bank
Building, Mission, Texas, 78572 (Gill-
ring) filed a Petition For Declaratory Or-
der pursuant to Section 1.7 of the Com-
mission's Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure wherein it seeks an order declaring
that its agreement of March 1, 1975,
with Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a
Division of Tenneco, Inc. (Tennessee)
qualifies as a replacement contract pur-
suant to Section 2.56a(a) (5) of the Com-
mission's Statements of General Policy
and Interpretations. Gillring, who was
issued a small prodcer's certificate on
September 17, 1971, in Docket No. CS71-
683, also requests that the Commission
declare that the appropriate rate for the
subject sales of natural gas is 130 per-
cent of 53 cents per Mcf at 14.05 psia
plus adjustments.

Gillring states that It is successor in
interest to a twenty year contract with
Tennessee dated July 22, 1948, for the
sale of natural gas from leases in the
Agua Dulce Field, Nueces County, Texas.
On March 1, 1971, with the primary term
of the base contract having previously
expired, GIllring and Tennessee en-
tered into a contract that, inter alla,
provided that the 1948 contract would.
remain in full force and effect for twelve
years from January 1, 1971. On March 1,
1975, Gillring and Tennessee entered into
the subject agreement increasing the
price to 51.12090 cents per Mcf at 14.05
psia plus annual escalations for all pro-
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duction. Included in the 1975 agree-
ment's price provision was an "area rate"
clause. Gillring avers that when the
Commission issued Opinion No. 742-A,.
on July 2', 1976, Tennessee concluded
that production from wells drilled prior
to January 1, 19.73, was entitled to no
more than 35 cents per Mcf plus adjust-
ments. Gilring -avers, however, that the
March 1, 1975, agreement qualifies the

subject sales for a rate of 130 percent
of 53 cents per Mef plus adjustments
pursuant to 18 CFR 2.56a(a) (5).

Any person desiring to be heard or to

make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or before May 25,1977,
file with the Federal Power Commission.
Washington, D.C 20426, a petition to in-
tervene or a protest in accordance with

the requirements of the Commission's
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in:
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
party wishing to become a party to a pro-
ceeding, or to participate as a party in
any hearing. therein, must file a petition
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
missioh's Rules.

KEMNRTH F. PLMIB,
-Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-12902 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-816]

GULF STATES UTILITIES CO.

Order Denying Rehearing

APsm 29, 1977.

On April 1, 1977, Gulf States Utilities
Company (Gulf States) filed an applica-
tion for rehearing of the Commission's
order issued on March 9, 1977 in this
docket which rejected Gulf States' Feb-
ruary 7, 1977 attempt to file a document
entitled "Supplement to Application by
Gulf States Utilities Company for
Change in Rate Schedules." The rate
schedules referred to were those accepted
for filing by the Commission, subject to
suspension and'hearing, in its order of
August 31, 1976.- The Commission re-
jected the Supplement as a rate schedule
fling since it did not conform to the re-
quirements of Section 35.1(c) of the
Commission's- Regulations Under the
Federal Power At (18 CFR 35.1(c)).

According to Gulf States, the purpose
of the Supplement was to clarify its posi-
tion as to what period was intended to be
used in determining the "minimum bill-
ing demand" provision contained in the
wholesale contracts. The minimum de-
mand provision in the contracts provided
for the determination of the ratchet as
"not less than 15 kilowatts nor less than
75% of the greatest maximum load ...
established during any month hereun-

-The August 31 order suspended the effec-
tiveness of Gulf States' proposed rates to its
municipal'customers (Rates WSM) until De-
cember 1, 1976 and suspended the effective-
ness of Gulf States'- proposed rates to its
cooperative customers (Rates. WSC) until
September 2, 1976.

NOTICES

der." Gulf States interpreted the term
"hereunder" as the time covered by all
prior service to each customer. The Com-
mission found In its March 9 order that
"hereunder" referred to the periods un-
der which the subject rates were effec-
tive, I.e., commencing September 2, 1976
for the WSC rates and December 1, 1976
for the WSM rates. In Its application for
rehearing, Gulf States has requested that
the Commission change Its interpreta-
tion to accept the Company's position or
accept the February 7 Supplement or Its
April 1 Application for Rehearing as a
filing for change in rate schedules, grant-
ing-such waivers as necessary or appro-
priate to make the change effective as
requested.
' Gulf States' Application for Rehear-
ing presents no new factual or legal
evidence upon which the CommIson
should modify its March 9 order as to
the -interpretation of the minimum
demand provisions of the contracts
which were filed with the Commission
on July 29, 1976. As to the July 29 filings,
the ratchet should continue to be com-
puted from September 2, 1976 and
December 1, 1976, the effective dates of
the rates.

But Gulf States has attached to Its
application for rehearing copies of Its
Rate Schedules WSC and WSM with the
actual language In the respective ratchet
*clauses changed so that the word "here-
under" is deleted and substituted there-
for is the clause "beginning with the
billing month of January, 1976." These
documents, together with all of the
statements, lists, descriptions, schedules;
and other Information previously filed
by the Company which Gulf States In-
corporated by reference, pursuant to Sec-
tion 35.19 of the Commission's Regula-
tions (18 CFR 35.19) constitute, In them-
selves, an application for a rate schedule
change under Section 35.1(c) and 35.13
of the Regulations which the Commis-
sion will consider In separate proceed-
ings. Gulf States is being notified by let-
ter from the Secretory of the Commission
of some deflclences in this filing. As soon
as the filing Is complete, It will be
noticed n the FEDEnAL REasTER pur-
suant to the Commission's Regulations.

The Coinnfission finds: (1) Gulf
States' April I application for rehearing
presents no factual or legal reasons for
the Commission to* modify Its order of
March 9, 1977.

The Commission orders: (A) Gulf
States' Application for Rehearing of the
Commission's order Issued on March 9,
1977 In this docket Is hereby denied.

(B) The Selretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FzDERAL
REGISTER

By the Commission.

IKErxNz= P. PLUrM,
Secretary.

•[FR Doc.77-12905 Flied 5-4-77;8:45 nml
2As a practical rhatter, for the rachet

clause, Gulf States only considered its service
since January 1. 1970, since the greatest
monthly demand for each customer served
under these rates had been experienced since
that date.
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[Docket Nos. ER76-149 and E-9537]

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF INDIANA,
INC.

Order Denying Without Prejudice Motion
for Summary Dismissal and Requiring
Limited Reopening of the Record

ArrP 29, 1977.
On March 2, 1977, the Commission

Staff (Staff) filed a motion for summary
dismissal of that portion of Public Serv-
ice Company of Indiana Inc.'s (PSrs)
proposed rate of return of 9.75% which
Staff claims allows PSI to earn a return
on construction workin progress.

In supiport of Its motion, Staff arguis
that PSrs proposed rate of return pro-
vides a return on CWIP by increasing
the rate of rgturn above the level just-
fled by PSrs cost of capital evidence.
Staff avers that this increase is due to
factoring a return of CWIP into the rate
of return component, and quotes the fol-
lowing testimony of Dr. Langum, PSTIs
rate of return witness (Tr. 6:953):

Q. And since I believe you stated in aunser
to some queHon by Ur. Wise the difference
botwean the total capital and net origlnal
cost rate base is eszentially the construction
work in progress, what you have done is ad-
Juzted the rate of return to provide a return
on CV7IP?

A. (By Dr.-Lnguzn) To make sure a return
Is provided on the capital invested in con-
struction work In progress, yes.

Staff notes that providing a return on
CWIP contravenes the Commission's
stated policy of excluding utilities from.
earning a return on CWIP. E.g., West-
em Power Division, Docket No. R76-92,
order issued February 20,1976 (and cases
cited therein). Staff also cites the Com-
mission rulemaking, Order No. 555 (is-
sued November 8, 1976), which prohibits
a utility from earning a return on CWIP,
except for certain pollution control de-
vices or where the utility is in "severe
financial distress." "Staff avers that no
showing has been made that either cir-
cumstance exists for PSI

On March 17, 1977, PSI filed a motion
for an extension of time to reply to Staff's
motion. By notice issued March 28, 1977,
the Commission Secretary extended the
deadline for responses until Aprl 4, 1977.
On that date responses in support of
Staff's motion were filed by the Inter-
venor Cooperatives and by the Intervenor
IMEA Cities. Also submitted on April t
was PSI's Answer to Staff's motion. On
April 20, 1977, the Commission Secretary
issued a Notice of Intention to Act.

In Its Answer PSI states that it put no
CWIP In its rate base. The Company also
contends that there is no Commission
policy restricting the rate of return de-
termination to a single method. For this
reason It argues that the merits of PSI's
rate of return method should not be de-
cided summarily but rather upon the

2 Tho Commiion notes that PSI filed
Docket No. ER7G--149 on September 23, 1975.
Order No. 555 wa issued on November 8,1976.
Order No. 555-A (Order Denying Rehearing),
Ls-ued January 6, 1977, states that relief un-
der the "severe financial distress" exception
will bo proopective only (Slip Opinion at 5).
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basis of the record developed in the hear-
ings in this case.

PSI points out that its.rate of return
witness, Dr. Langum, determines a fair
rate of return on the total capital and
calculates the return therefrom. PSI then
computes the rate of return which, when.
multiplied by what the Company terms
the "net original cost rate base," will pro-
duce the same dollars of return as would
the rate of return on the total capital.
Dr. Langum explains his approach in his
direct testimony, as quoted ih PSIs An-
swer:

My judgment Is that the fair rateof return
on net original cost which Public Service In-
diana should be afforded the opportunity to
earn -in its wholesale electric business is 9.75
percent. This gives effect to my judgment
that the fair rate of return on total capital
is 9.35 percent and to the extent that net
original cost Is less than the corresponding
total capital involved. (Tr. 327)

The fair rate of return on total capital Is
9.35 percent. The fair return Is the number
of dollars resulting from multiplication of
the fair rate of return on total capital times
total capital. It.follows from elementary
arithmetic that to produce that same fair re-
turn the fair rate of return applied to net
original cost rate base must be somewhat
more than 9.35 percent. That is 9.75 percent
In my judgment, if net original cost Is less
than* the corresponding total capit&l In-
vested. (Tr. 327) (Emphasis added in PSI's
Answer.)

Consistent with PSIs theory for deter-
mining a rate of return, the Company
argues that Staff's motion, if granted,
would reduce PSI's return below the
amount of cash earnings the Company
claims It needs to pay interest and divi-
dends in Period II. Under PSI's approach,
the return allowed by this Commission
should be adejuate to pay the interest
and dividends associated with the Com-
pany's total capital.

Assuming, arguendo, that some of
PSI's rate of return relates to CWIP,
the Company asserts that the difference
between the Compaiy's total capital at
the end of Period II (June 30, 1976) and
its "net original cost of electric plantV
was $62,088,000, but its CWIP at the end
of Period II was $132,493,000.2 PSI there-
fore contends that the $62,088,000 "I
not CWIP" and that therefore PSI has
not increased its rate of return based or
CWIP.

PSI offers the following "analysis" oJ
the $62,088,000:
Construction work in progress $132, 493, 001
Deferred taxes-liberalized de-

preciation -------- --------. (76, 676, 000,
Unamortized investment tax

credit -------------------- 4 (29, 285, 000
Temporary cash investments- r29, 400, 00,
Net change in other balance

sheet accounts ------------ -6, 156, 001

Total .-- ------------- 62,088,00

Finally, PSI objects that Staff's mo
tion was filed some 18 months afte:
the rate case was filed and some month

2 Exhibit 93, page 24.
3Ibid., page 25.
A Ibid.
0Ibid., page 24.
G Ibid., pages 24-25.

NOTICES

after the hearing has been completed. o
The Company argues, moreover, that if c
refunds are ordered now, PSI's wholesale -

customers In this proceeding will have
to apply to the Public Service Commis- c
sion of Indiana for a reduction of rates
pursuant to the wholesale power track-
ing order of the Indiana Commission. In.
the case of the smaller customers, PSI v

avers that refunds under the tracking or-
der will be more costly than the amount r
of the refunds they will receive from r
PSI. The Company argues that no real
harm will come to the wholesale cus-
tomers if any refunds which may be re-
quired are postponed until the Commis-
sion has reached a final decision on the
merits of this case.

The Commission finds that the timing
of Staff's motion does not unfairly preju-
dice any party. Moreover, since both
wholesale customer Intervenor groups
support Staff's motion, these customers
are clearly prepared to bear whatever
burden the receipt of refunds in this pro-
ceeding might impose on them,

No one has alleged that PSI has placed
CWIP in the rate base or that the Com-
pany has applied the 9.75% rate of re-
turn to any CWIP. Rather, Staff alleges
that the Company's rate of return was
increased from 9.25%1 to 9.75% to, in
effect, provide a return on CWIP.

The validity of PSrs method of deter-
mining a just and reasonable rate of re-
turn, and of the supporting testimony
and exhibits supplied by PSI, is not the
subject of the motion before us. As PSI
correctly noted, the Company's method
and underlying numbers have been the
subject of a hearing and will be ruled
on initially by the Presiding Adminis-
trative Law Judge. Accordingly, it is also
beyond the scope of the motion to ad-
dress PsI's assertion that Staff's motion,
if granted, would reduce the Company's
return below the amount of cash earn-
ings it claims it needs to pay interest
and dividends. This is because PSIs ar-
gument on this poiht is based on its-in-
terpretation, as reflected in its rate of
return methodology, of what cash needs
should be recoverable through the return

L component of its wholesale rates.
Recent Commission decisions have

* consistently held that utilities will not be
allowed to base rates upon the inclusion

L of CWIP in rate base. See, e.g., Iowa
Power and Light Company, Docket Nos.

f ER76--404 and ER76-658, issued July 15,
1976, and cases cited therein, slip opinion
at 5. This basic policy was reconfirmed
in Order No. 555, although an exception
was made for 6WIP associated with pol-

I lution control equipment and conversions
D and for extraordinary financial difli-
0 culty.8 The Commission stated (slip

opinion at 13):
0 Ve cannot emphasize too strongly, how-

- ever, that we will not consider any inclusion

r

7 PSI revised its rate of return from 9.35%
to 9.25% to reflect the pro forma planned
issue of $40,000,000 of preferred stock In
August 1976. See Exhibit 46, pages 44, 49,
50.
s Rellef under the "severe financial dis-

tress" exception Is prospective only. See foot-
note 1, supra.

.f CWIP In rate base (apart from the ex-
eptions noted above) absent a clear show-
ng of severe financial diiflculty which can-
Lot be otherwise alleviated without mate-
lally increasing the cost of electricity to
onsumers.

It Is indicated by Company Witness
)r. Langum's testimony (quoted, supra
it page 2) and from the formula by
whlch he derived PSI's ultimate rate of
return of 9.75%, that a portion of PSI's
rate of return may relate to CWIP, How-
ver, the information provided by PSI

n response to Staff's motion, as well as
;he data In the record, is Insufficient for
a proper determination of the amount of
CWIP which may be associated with Its
overall rate of return. We shall therefore
require the Presiding Administrative
Law Judge to reopen the record of the
proceedings for the limited purpose of
receiving evidence and conducting an
investigation to determine how much, if,
any, CWIP is related to PSI's overall rate
of return. Upon the close of the record
the Administrative Law Judge shall cer-
tify the record related to this Issue to the
Commission for its review and for such
disposition as may be required.

The Commission finds: 1) The mo-
tion for summary dismissal of CWIP In
the rate of return, filed by Staff on
March 2, 1977, should be denied, without
prejudice to such ruling as the Commis-
sion may make on the merits of the stc.

(2) PSI should be required to file testi-
mony and exhibits containing the fig-
ures, computations, and accompanying
explanations which will demonstrate ex-
actly how much CWIP, if any, is related
to PSI's overall rate of return of 9.75%.

(3) The Presiding Administrative Law
Judge should be required to reopen the
record of the proceedings for the limited
purpose of receiving evidence and con-
ducting an Investigation to determine
how much, if any, CWIP is related to
PSrs overall rate of return of 9.75%.
Upon close of the record, the Administra-
tive Law Judge should certify the record
related to this Issue to the Commission
for its review and for such disposition as
may be required.

The Commission orders: (A) The mo-
tion for summary dismissal filed by Staff
is hereby denied, but without prejudice
to such ruling as the Commission may
make on the merits of this Issue,

(B) PSI Is hereby required to file testi-
mony and exhibits containing the infor-
mation set forth In finding paragraph
.(2), supra.

(C) The Presiding Administrative Law
-Judge Is hereby required to reopen the
record for' the limited purpose set forth
in the finding paragraph (3), supra. Up-
on close of the record, the Administra-
tive Law Judge shall certify the record
related to this issue to the Commission
-for its review and for such disposition
as may be required.

(D) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEDE nL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

K(ENNETH F. PLIMn,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-12904 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am)
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[Docket Nos. ER76--303 and ER76-399]

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CO. AND
WISCONSIN MICHIGAN POWER CO.

Order on Reconsideration
APR s 29, 1977.

The Town of Florence, the City of
New London and the City of Shawano,
all of Wisconsin ("the Cities") filed on
July .14, 1976; a Motion For Reconsid-
eration of that portion of the Commis-
sion's Order Granting Timely Petition to

* Intervene and Denying Motion for Five
Month Suspension, issued Febiuary 9,
1976,'which excluded Mobile-Sierra I is-
sues from the proceedings in the above-
captibned dockets. A Notice of Intention
to Act was issued by the Commission
Secretary on October 8, 1976. For the
reasons set forth herein, the Commission
shall deny the Cities' motion to reject
the filing of Wisconsin Electric Power
Company and Wisconsin Michigan Power
Company in Docket No. ER76-303 with
respect to the Cities but shall grant ap-
propriate relief to remedy the filing's
surpassing of the 6ontract limit as to
amount.

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Wisconsin Electric Power Company
and its wholly owned subsidiary, Wis-
consin Michigan Power Company ("'Wis-
consin Michigan" or "the Company")
tendered for filing a proposed rate in-
crease in Docket No. ER76-303 on No-
vember 28, 1975, to 20 wholesale custom-
ers of their combined electric system.
By order issued December 31, 1975, the
Commission accepted for filing and sus-
pended the Companies' proposed rate
schedules for two months, to become
effective on March 1, 1976, subject to
refund.

On December 18, 1975, a timely peti-
tion to intervene was filed jointly by 17
wholesale customers (Joint Petitioners),
including the Town of Florence (Flor-
ence), the City of New London (New
London), and the City of Shawano
(Shawano)' A timely petition to inter-
vene was also filed on December 23, 1975,
by the Upper Peninsula Power Company.
By order issued February 9, 1976, in
Docket No. ER76-303, the Commission
granted all the above petitions to inter-
vene. The February 9 order also ruled on,
inter alia, Joint Petitioners' statement
that 'Tetitioners reserve the right to
question whether the municipal con-
tracts fall within the protection of the
Mobile Sierra doctrine" (Pleading at 2).
The February 9 order stated (at 3):

'.United Gas Pipe Line Co. v. 2fobile Gas
Service Corp, 350 U.S. 332 (1956); F.P.C. v.
Sierra-Pacific Power Co., 350 U.S. 348 (1956).

2The other Joint Petitioners: the Cities
and Villages of Clintonville, Oconto Pails,
Cedarburg, Deerfield, Elkhorn, Hartford,
Jefferson, Kiel, Lake Mills, Oconomowoc and
Waterloo, Wisconsin. Oconto Electric Coop-
erative, Alger Delta Cooperative Electric As-
sociation, and Ontonagon County Rural
Electrification Association.

We shall also, limit this proceeding ro as
to exclude consideration of the Mobile-
Sierra Issue. *This Issue was decided by us
In our April 19, 1974, order In Docket No.
E-8619, regarding a previous application for
a rate Increase by the Companies (footnote
omitted). We stated, "Our review of the
Companies' (Wisconsin Electric Power Com-
pany and Wisconsin Michigan Power Com-
pany) contracts with (their) jurisdictional
customers Indicates that they all provide for
unilateral rate increase filings by (the)
Companies with the Federal Power Comml-
slon as provided In the Memphits (footnote
omitted) case:'

Joint Petitioners applied on March 1,
1976, for rehearing of the Commission's
February 9 order. This application ad-
dressed itself to the length of the sus-
pension period and the exclusion of the
"price squeeze" issue but did not con-
test the exclusion from the hearing of
the Mobile-Sierra issue. The CoFnimis-
slon's order of March 22, 1976, denied
rehearing of the appealed matters and
consolidated Docket No. ER76-303 with
the Companies' rate filing in Docket No.
ER76-399.

The Motion for Reconsideration which
is the subject of this order was filed on
July 14, 1976, by three of the Joint Peti-
tioners: Florence, New London, and
Shawano ("the Cities"). The Motion re-
quests reconsideration of that portion
of the order of February 9, 1976 which
excluded Mobile-Sierra Issues from the
hearing.

IL ARGUMENT OF THE CirTis
The Cities argue that the Commis-

sion's finding in Docket No. E-8619
(quoted in the CommisIon's February
9, 1976 order in Docket No. ER76-303)
that the contracts of the Companies' cus-
tomers allow for "unilateral increases"
does not preclude the reconsideration
requested. The Cities do not contest
that the Companies may unilaterally
file for rate increases. Their argu-
ment is that the amount of- any unilat-
eral increase which Wisconsin Michigan
may file affecting the Cities Is limited by
the terms of their contracts.

The Cities argue: "This Jssue of con-
tractual limitation may not have been
pursued in the previous docket (E-8619)
because the limitation involved did not
come into play. Settlement In that
docket expressly preserved all outstand-
ing issues, including Intervenor's claim
that their contracts in some manner fall
within the scope of the protection af-
forded by the Mobile-Sierra doctrine"
(Pleading at 2).

The Cities' pleading goes on to state
(at 2):

The movanta believe that their contracts
with Wisconsin Michigan provide for a
wholesale rate which is the samo as the
conpany's general rate for rervice to large
industrial customers on file with the Wis-
consin Public Service Commy lon (WPSC)
and prohibit any change in the whole.alo
rate until a corresponding change in the

aThe appication In Docket No. ER76-399,
filed December 29, 1970, propozed revised
rates for service to the Cities of Kaukauna
and Menasha, Wlsconsin.

retail rate has been approved by the WPSC.
Thus, the movants believe that; while they
do not have fixed rate contracts in the tra-
ditional Mobile-Sierra sense, 'their contracts
limit supplier's ability to initiate unilateral
Increases by tying the wholesale rate to the
supplier's large Industrial retail rate. See,
Richmond Power & Light o1 the City of
Richmond, Indfana v. Federal Power Com-
mInifon, 481 P.2nd 490, 496 (D.C. Cir. 1973).

In addition to the pertinent sections of
the contracts themselves (Article II,
Section 2 of each contract), the Cities'
argument relies on a letter dated Janu-
ary 19,1962, from Wisconsin michigan to
Florence notifying Florence of a pro-
poSed change in rates (filed in Docket
No. F-7026) and interpreting Florence's
contract to provide that "in the event
any change in the latter rate (the gen-
eral rate for service to large retail cus-
tomers which is on le with the WPSC)
is approved by the Wisconsin Com-,
mission, the Town shall accept the same
change in contract rate," The Cities
argue that by this letter the Company
acknowledged that lorence's contract
allows unilateral rate increases only up
to the currently approved retail rate for
large industrial customers.

In support of their position regarding
the rate increase limitation written into
their contracts, the Cities cite Commis-
sion Opinion No. 432 in Wisconsin,
Michigan Power Company, Docket No.
E-7026 (31 PPC 1445 (1964)), together
with the Initial Decision in the proceed-
ing, Lsued January 7,1964, by the Hear-
Ing Examiner 31 FPC 1466 (1964)). The
findings in Opinion No. 432 and the Ini-
tial Decision will be examined in our Dis-
cussion, infra.

Cities also note that, despite the find-
ings in Opinion No. 432, Wisconsin
Michigan has not cancelled the Cities'
contracts, despite the opporttfity to do
so.' By contrast, the Cities allege that
Wisconsin Electric, the parent of Wiscon-
sin Michigan, issued new standard con-
tracts to Its municipal customers In 1965
which contain no language requiring the
Company's wholesale rate filing before
the FPC to maintain parity with the
Company's rates to large retail users.

Finally, the Cities Point to Order No.
541-A. issued June 29, 1976 in Docket
No. RM74-15, as demonstrating that the
Commission recognizes that wholesale
customers might seek exactly the kind of
protection of their competitive position
as is provided by the Cities' contracts.

fI1. ANSVER or WIscosN MrcHcsr
'Wisconsin Michigan filed on July 29,

1976, arf Answer to Cities' Motion for
Reconsideration. The Company argues
that the Commission's order of E'ebruary
9, 1976 correctly determined that the
Cities' contracts provide for unilateral
rate increase filings. More specifically,
the Company alleges that the Company's
and the Cities' actions before the FPC
and the WPSC subsequent to the forma-

I By its terms, each of the pertinent con-
tracts remains In effect for succeeding ten
year periods, where proper notice of canceila-
tion has not been given.
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tion of their contracts but prior to the
instant filing "demonstrate that the
parties in at least the last ten years have
understood their argeement to be modi-
fied to remove the Cities from the large
industrial rate and to place them on the
wholesale rate."

In support of its position the Company
cites:
* * the rule of Sam Rayburn Dam Electric
Cooperative v. F.P.C., .515 F.2d 998, 1007 &
1009 (D.C. Cir. 1975), cert. denied sub nom.,
Gulf States Utilities Go, v. F.P.C., 96 S. Ct.
2229 (1976). There the District of Columbia
Circuit observed, in a Sierra-Mobile context,
that parties to a contract "may evidence a
modification of the original terms of a con-

,tract by their subsequent conduct * *  *"
and "may vary its terms by a subsequent
course of conduct" (footnotes omitted) (Id.).
The Court held that there was "no reason
that the recognized law governing contracts
(as to modification through subsequent
course of coniduct) should be ignored merely
because the subject matter of a contract falls
under the jurisdiction of the FPC" (515 F.2d.
at 1009). See also Appalachian Power Co.
v. F.P.O., 629 P. 2d 342, 350 at note 60 (D.C.
Mr. 1976); Gulf States Utitlies Co. v. F.P.C.,

518 F.2d 450, 455-5G (D.C. Cir. 1975) (Foot-
note omitted.)

The Company maintains that, when
Opinion No. 432 "rejected the Cities' ar-
gument as to the retail large industrial
rate," it relieved the Cities by operation
of law under the Federal Power Act Of
their contractual obligation 'to receive
and adopt retail rate changes. The Com-
pany continues:
.That obligation on the Cities' part was

clearly the consideration for the Company's
obligation to extend the retail rate under the
original service contracts. Opinion No. 432
therefore resulted in a failure of considera-
tion discharging the Conpany from any duty
to extend a Ketail large industrial rate. (Foot-
note omitted.) The Company no longer is
obligated to extend the retail rate because
the Cities no longer have to accept it. The
void created 13y this failure of consideration
on the Cities' part by operation of law was
filled by the parties' subsequent dealings.

The Company's Answer proceeds to
describe the parties' dealings subsequeht
to Opinion No. 432. These dealings will
be reviewed in our Discussion, infra.

IV. DIscussioN
A. Opinion No. 432. The proceeding in

Docket No. E-7026 concerned rate in-
creases to nine customers, including six
cities to which service at rates equal to
the large-user retail rates had been con-
tinuous for at least 20 to 40 years (31
FPC 1469). In a decision issued May 29,
1951, in Docket No. E-6268, the Commis-
sion ruled that Wisconsin Michigan's
sales to the cities and certain other cus-
tomers were at wholesale and in inter-
state commerce and must be made only
at the rates effectively on file with the
Commission, as required by the Federal
Power Act.5 This ruling was affirmed by
the Court of Appeals for the Seventh
Circuit,' and certiorari was denied by the
Supreme Court on April 13, 1953, 7

"Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., 10 FPC
170 (1951).

0 197 F.2d 472 (1952).
345 U.8. 934 (1953).

In his Initial Decision In Docket No.
E-7026, the Examiner wrote:

The concept is Important that the com-
pany has consistently maintalned a policy
of the same rates for its large users and for
its wholesale customers; that the large users'
retail rates were increased in 1960 and 1961;
and that the corresponding increazes for nine
of their ten or more wholesale customers Is
the subject of this proceeding. (31 FPO 1470.)

The contracts for the three Cities vary
s~mewhat in wording but effectuate the
same result. Article III, Section 2 of the
contract between the Company and New
London, signed on June 21, 1949, states: 8

it is hereby agreed and understood that
should there be any revision and/or change
In said Rate VII approved by the 'Wisconsin
Public Service Commission, at any time dur-
ing the life of this contract, then the Dis-
tributor shall under this contract automati-
cally receive and accept such revised rates.

In Opinion No. 432 the Commission
stated:

We are in accord with the Examiner's view
that these agreements are not fixed rate con-
tracts, since they'plainly contemplate an es-
calating arrangement to maintain parity be-
tween the rates of the large retail users and
the wholesale rates. Moreover we agree with
the Examiner that the triggering event for
the increse is not an invalid or prohibited
State commission regulation of interstate
wholesale rates but rather a 'validly approved
rate for retail service. The contracts as we
construe them thus provide for an automatic
contractual acceptance of a rate change, sub-
ject to the requirements of filing under Sec-
tion 205 with FPC. (31 FPC 1449.)

The Examiner's Initial Decision con-
tains a detailed analysis of the disputed
Article MIr, Section 2 language in a num-
ber of contracts between the Company
and its customers, including the three
Cities. which filed the subject motion
(31 FPC 1471-1483). The Examiner set
forth as follows the issue before him:

8 Article III, Section 2 of the contract be-
tween the Company and Florence, signed on
October 11, 1949, states:

It is hereby agreed and understood that
should there be any revision and/or change
In the above rate as applied to other cus-
tomers receiving the same class of service
approved by requisite governmental authori-
ties, at any time during the life of this con-
tract, then the Customer shall under this
contract automatically receive and accept
such revised rates. The rate structure uti-
lized in this contract, although approved by
the Public Service Commission of Wisconsin
on December 18, 1948 (supplemented by
order of December 23, 1948) has been ques-
tioned by the Federal Power Commission.
Each commision has claimed jurisdiction
over the matter. Should a withdrawal, cor- -
rection or modification of such rate result
and the effect thereof be to lessen the
amount of the charge resulting from this
contract, the customer will be given an ap-
propriate refund consonant with the facts.

Article III, Section 2 of the contract be-
tween the- Company and Shawano, signed on
September 4, 1934, states:

It.is hereby agreed and understood that
should any revision of rates be made at any
time during the life of this contract to other
customers of the Power Company of the same
class as the Distributors herein named, then
the Distributor shall under this contract
automatically receive and accept such re-
vised rates.

The question at this point Is not what
increases the cities must pay ... the only Im-
mediate question is whether the company by
its contract has, to quote the Supreme Court
cases cited, abrogated or bargained away ito
right under the Federal Law to file for the
increases and seek the Power Commission's
approval effectively to collect them. (31 FP
1475.)

In reaching a decision on this issue the
Examiner recognized that:
0 * * the State Commission action hero Is
not at all the controlling force which malles
the just and reasonable Inerenes payable; the
only effect in this Immediate connection of
the state's action upon the retail rates Is to
counter and overrule the thought that the
company by its contract has disonabled Itself,
or abrogated its right, to file increases, justify
and charge them up to the level (as a ceiling)
of the newly effeftive state rates for the cor-
responding retail sales. (Emphasis added.)
(31 FPC 1474-1475.)

* S S * *

Regardless of the state rates and regardless
of the state commission action on the state
rates, the increase In the interstate whole-
sale rates becomes finally effectivo only If
found just and reasonable by the Federal
Power Commission under the Federal Power
Act, as every one in this case well under-
stands by their participation in it and as the
company recognized by withholding the effee-
tive date of the Increases for the fivo months
suspension period provided in the Federal
law. (31 FPC 1475.)

The Examiner (and ultimately the
Commission in Opinion No. 432, 31 FPC
1449) thus concluded that, under the
terms of the subject contracts, state ap-
proval of the Company's large retail user
rate is the triggering event for the filing
of a corresponding wholesale rate. But
although such wholesale filing obtains
the automatic contractual acceptance
of the customer, the filed wholesale rate
must be found to be just and reasonable
by the Federal Power Commission.

The effect of the Examiner's and the
Commission's interpretation of the con-
tract language was to preserve the course
of dealing which had existed between the
Company and some of the Cities for at
least 20 to 40 years.

In Its Answer to Motion for Reconsid-
eration the Company states that in Opin-
ion No. 432 the Commission made clear
that the wholesale rate to the Cities was
to be developed under the Commission's
ratemaking principles "without reference
to the level of the retail large industrial
rate" (p. 4). This Is not entirely accurate,
since the Opinion noted that the con-
tracts contemplate an escalation ar-
rangement to maintain parity between
the two rate classes. Similarly, the Initial
Decision, with which the Commission
voiced accord, stated in at least three
places that the level of the most recently
effective retail large industrial rate es-
tablishes a ceiling for proposed whole-
sale rate increases to the Cities (31 FPC
1473, 1476, 1477).P

oThe Commission has the authority to
order a proceeding under Section 200(a) of
the Federal Power Act to determine whether
the contract rate is "Unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory or preferential * *."
Under F.P.O. v. Sierra Peciflo Power Company,
350 U.S. 348 (1955), a rate fixed by contrat
may be altered if it is demonstrated that the
contract rate is so low ns to be adverse 10
the public Interest.
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In its Answer the Company maintains
that, when- the Commission in Opinion
No. 432 "rejected the Cities' argument
as to the retail large industrial rate," it

"relieved-the Cities of their contractual
obligation to accept retail rate changes,
thereby in turn discharging the Company
from any duty to extend this retail rate
to the Cities. This assertion invites a
closer look at the Cities' argument and
the Examiner's response.

One of the Cities' chief arguments in
Docket No. E-7026 (in which docket
Opinion No. 432 was issued) had been
that the debated contract language "pur-
ports to impose automatically whatever
rate are determined by the Wisconsin
Commission for the comparable retail
customers," and that this constituted "an
invalid, indirect imposition of state regu-
lation on these interstate sales" (31 FPC
1475).

To this assertion the Examiner re-
sponded:

The cities * * * confuse the issue by
claiming that the Town of Florence should
not be regarded as-' "bound automatically
by rates set by the Wisconsin Commis-
Sion." Of course that is not the question, nor
is it the case. The purpose and effect of the
quoted Section 2 are not to bind the town
to anything but to unbind the company;
what the town is bound by is Section 205
of the Federal Power Act, the rates filed by
the company under authority of that Act,
and the decision of the Federal Power Com-
mission on the validity of those rates. (31

PC 1477.)
In summary, the concept of parity be-

tween the large retail users' rates and
* the- Cities' rates is retained. The only
thing changed is that the Cities are now
bound to rates approved under Section
205 of the Federal Power Act instead of
under the rules of the state regulatory
commission.

B. Conduct of the Parties After the Is-
suance of Opidon No. 432. Opinion No.
432 was issued on June 9, f964.0 It was
the Commissibn's final decision in Docket
No. E-7026, which had been initiated by
the Company's rate filing of January 19,
1962. On the same date the Company
wrote to Florence informing the town of
the filing and referring to the retail rate-
tracking provision in their contract 0 In
their instant Motion the Cities' argue
that "by the company's own admission
Florence's contract limits the company's
ability to- effect unilateral rate increases
by allowing for increases only up to the
currently approved retail rate for large
industries" (Motion at 2).

The existence of the Company's Janu-
ary 19, 1962 letter to Florence does not
aid the Cities' cause in the current pro-
ceeding, however. For one thing, in 1962
the Company's "admission" was in fact
its position in the hearing in Docket No.
E-7026." In that proceeding, the Cities

INo petition for rehearing was mled.
10The letter is attached as Appendix D to

the Cities' Motion for Reconsideration.
IrThe Examiner summarized the Company's

position on this issue as follows: The com-
pany's position is put very-simply that they
certainly did not intend to bind themselves
for a long term of years to charge to the

argued that the contracts contained fixed
rates, thus barring any unilateral filing.
regardless of amount."

What Is more important, theineart of
Wisconsin Michigan's Answer to the
Cities' Motion for Reconsideration is
that the course of conduct of the parties
to the contracts during the last ten years
evidences a modification of the original
contracts which permits the rate levels in
the Company's filing in Docket No. ER
76-303.

In Sam Rayburn Dam Electric Coop-
erative v. F.P.C., (supra at p. 5) the D.C.
Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed that
the Federal Power Commission has the
duty to ascertain whether or not a pro-
posed rate increase conflicts with any ex-
isting contractual arrangements between
a company and its customers. The court
held that such inquiry would necessarily
include an evaluation of a party's claim
that the partleh' mutual course of deal-
ing served to effect a modification of the
terms of the written contract on file
with this Commission (515 F. 2d 1009).
It is for this Commission therefore to
make the initial determination of wheth-
er such a modification did In fact occur.

The Commission has stated that such
an evaluation must include an examina-
tion to determine whether the parties
had been acting n the belief that the
original contract terms had been abro-
gated."

The Company asserts that in the years
following the issuance of Opinion No.
432 the Cities and the Company '"ave
treated the Company's large industrial
rate as affecting only its retail business
and its wholesale rate as the sole rate
for application to the Cities" (Answer
at 5). The Company goes on to list its
filings In the last ten years affecting its
large industrial rate. According to the
Company, it reduced the rate in 1966 by
$56,600; increased the rate In 1969 by
$692,408: reduced the fuel adjustment
clause revenues in 1969: raised the rate
in 1970 by $345.932; reduced fuel clause
revenues in 1971: increased the rate in
1973 (as finalized In 1974) by $282,634;
and obtained ai interim Increase in
1975 of $1,022,204.

In the past ten years the Company has
made four wholesale rate filings. In No-
vember 1966 the Company filed for a rate
reduction of $83,170. In September 1970
(in Docket No. E-7555) It filed for a rate
increase of $273,000 to eight of its whole-
sale customers, Including the three

'wholesale customers only the large user's re-
tail rate in effect at the time of the contract
signing, but that Section 2 was Incerted forthe express purpose of changing the whole-
sale rate agreed upon to accord with and
equate any changes, up or down. which the
state commission might approve and make
effective for the large-user retail customers
subject to Its Jurisdiction. (31 F0 1472.)

-See the Examiner's discussion, 31 FPC
1471-1483,

"Order on Petitions for Rehearing in
Potomac Edison Company, Docket No. ER70-
221; Issued June 1, 1976. slip opinion at 6:
Order on Petition for Rehearing In Potomac
Edison Company, Docket No. ER7a-788. Is-
sued November 16, 1976. slip opinion at 3.
See also 17A CJS Contracts 1 374.
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Cities which filed the Motion for Re-
consideration in the instant docketin
February 1974 (In Docket No. E-8619)
Wisconsin Michigan and Wisconsin
Electric Power Company joiitly filed for
a rate increase of $3,053.000.

The Company now asserts that none
of the changes in the large user retail
rates were extended to the ,wholesale
customers, nor did the latter request
them. In addition, the Company refers to
letters from the three Cities acknowledg-
ing acceptance of the 1966 rate reduction
which state: "We understand this ac-
ceptance to precltide neither the supplier
nor the wholesale customers from pro-
posing further changes:' , The Company
concludes that, "Quite evidently, the
Company and the Cities no longer con-
sidered that it was the Cities' contractual
obligation to 'automatically receive and
accept,' to use the contractual language,
changes in the large industrial rate'"
(Answer at 5).

As has beei noted, the contract laii-
guage "automatically receive and accept!'
was already in Docket No. E-7026 not a
strictly accurate description. Since the
imposition of the Federal Power Com-
mission's Jurisdiction over the Com-
pany's wholesale rates, those rates, to be
effective, must be-found to be just and
reasonable by the Commission. In Docket
No. E-7026 the Company fled the pro-
posed wholesale rate changes about eight
months after the large industrial user
retail rate had been approved by the
Public Service Commission of Wiscon-
sin.3 At that point the Company noted
that. until Its filing in Docket No. E-7026,
the Company had not reflected in its
wholesale rates the increases In its retail
rates granted by the Wisconsin Com-
mission in 1949 and 1961V3

We are not persuaded by the Com-
pany's argument that the somewhat am-
biguous language In the Cities' letters
accepting the 1966 rate reduction dem-
onstrates acknowledgement that the
contract limitations have been abro-
gated. The letters refer to the parties'
right to "propose" a new rate. Presum-
ably either party to the contract may
propose a new rate and the other party
has the right to accept It, by waiving
Its contractual rights, if necessary. But
an agreement thus met does not perma-
nently abrogate the underlying contract
terms (see discussion, infra at 16).

Wisconsin Michigan argues that, since
some time after the Issuance in 1964_ of
Opinion No. 432, Its wholesale rate fil-
ings have not "tracked" the retail rate
filings to Its Industrial large users. The
Company apparently deleted any refer-
ence to the retail rate In cover letters to
Its wholesale filings and claims that it
did not attempt to maintain parity be-
tween the two rate classes. n the Com-

"The letters are attached as Appendix
A to the Company's Answer to M1otion for
Reconsideration.

"'The large Industrial user retail rate was
approved on May 26, 1961. See letter from
the Company to Florence dated January 19,1962. which Is attached as Appendix D to the
Cities' iotion for Reconsideration.

"Id., page 2 of letter.
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pany's view, the Cities' acquiescence in
this course of dealing signals a modifica-
tion to their contracts.

But a modification to a contract re-
quires all the parties to be acting in the
belief that the original contract terms"
have been abrogated. It must therefore
be determined whether there is cause to
infer that the Cities' actions or non-
actions reflect the intention and belief
that the contract terms have been modi-
fied in the manner alleged by the
Company.

Although the Company dropped any
reference to comparable retail rates in
its wholesale filings, nevertheless its
wholesale. rate changes were filed in the
same years In which changes In the in-
dustrial retail rates were approved: both
were decreased In 1966 and increased In
1970, 1974, and 1975. Two other retail
filings in 1969 and 1971 adjusted down-
ward the revenues collected by the Com-
pany under the retail fuel idjustment
clause. The dollar amounts of these ad-
Justments have not veen supplied, so we
do not know to what extent the adjust-
ments reduced the overall rate level.

The precise timetable of wlholesale fll-
Ings in relation to retail filings is not
set forth in the- Company's Answer,
though It is known that on four major
occasions approval of the industrial re-
tail rate and the fing of a wholesale
rate change occurred in the same year.
But even if we find persuasive the Com-
pany's assertion that it no longer looks
to state approval of Its industrial retail
rate as the event- which triggers an
equivalent wholesale filing, the Company
has not proven enough.

In Opinion No. 432 the Commission
stated that the contracts in question
"plainly contemplate an escalation ar-
rangement to maintain parity between
the rates of the laige retail users and the
wholesale rates" (31 FPC 1449). The un-
derlying Initial Decision in Docket No.
E-7026 clearly preserved the partis'
historical agreement of parity between
the Company's industrial retail and
wholesale rates by specifying (thrice, as
cited, supra at 9) that the Company
could file wholesale rates up to the ceil-
Ing of the newly effective state rates for
the corresponding retail sales.

Therefore, even if the Company ceased
to view the Industrial retail rate -level
and the wholesale rate level as being In
lock step, nevertheless it was bound by
its contract to set the wholesale rates no
higher than the industrial retail rate
level. The practical effect of this limi-
tation is most likely that a proposed in-
crease in wholesale rates musiI await an
approved increase In the industrial rates.

i What is certain Is that the Company,
not the customers, controls the level of
wholesale rates which are filed with this
Commission. If the Company does not
choose to exercise its right to file whole-
sale rates up to the allowable ceiling set
by the comparable retail rates, it cannot
then turn around and argue that the
contracts are modified because the Cities
are no longer paying a rate comparable
to'the industrial retail rate. It s uncon-
vincing to argue that the Cities should

have lodged some sort of objection to
rates which fell somewhere below the
allowable ceiling or to argue that the
Cities' failure to object evinced a willing-
ness to abrogate the fling restrictions
in their contracts.

Moreover, on the two occasions that
the Comrpany filed wholesale rates at
levels which surpassed I the comparable
retail rate level, the Cities did object to
the fllings.8 In Docket 'No. E-8619 the
affected wholesale customers, including
the three Cities involved herein, pro-
tested the filing on the basis of the
Mobile-Sierra doctrine. Whlle the peti-
tioners in Docket No. E-8619 did not
articulate the correct basis for objection,
nevertheless the fact that they protested
belies the Company's interpretation that
the Cities regard all filing limitations in
their contract as abrogated.

The situation was not greatly clarified
by the Commission's order, issued April
19, 1974, in Docket No. -8619, which
accepted and suspended the filing and
held that the customers' contracts pro-
vide for unilateral rate filings. The Com-
mission's conclusion was accurate but In-
complete, as It made no reference to the
rate ceiling affirmed in Opinion No. 432.

The fact that Docket No. E-8619 was
ultimately settled does not erode the
Cities' rTights under their contracts. In
Mobile the Supreme Court recognized
that a contract rate may be changed by
the mutual agreement of the parties
without changing the fixed rate nature
of the contract (350 U.S. 343). Similarly,
even if the settlement concluded In
Docket No. E-8619 contained rates above
the allowed level, it would not serve to
modify the dontract by removal of the
rate ceiling, absent specific terms to that
effect.

Again in Docket No; ER76-303. the
Company filed wholesale rates which, at
least for New London and Shawano, were
above the level of the applicable large
industrial retail rate. Again the Cities
protested the filing on the general
grounds of the Mobile-Sierra doctrine,
thereby continuing to abjure unre-
stricted unilateral filings, though with
no more specificity than in the previous
docket.

Based on the foregoing discussion, this
Commission is not persuaded by the
Company's claim that the parties' course
of conduct has modified the contracts in
the manner alleged by the Company. Al-
though the actionsi and non-actions of
both the Cities and the Company occa-
sionally raised questions concerning just
what they understood their agreement
to be, it is not sufficient to show an
ambiguous course of dealing from which
one party might reasonably infer that

w In Docket No. ER76-303 the filed whole-
sale rate levels for New London and Shawano
'surpassed the comparable retail rate level;
the-rate for Florence did not.2

s The filing in Docket No, E--7555 appar-
ently did not surpass the comparable retail
rate level 'There was nq need, therefor, for
the Cities to raise the contention that the
wholesale rates were ocontractually limited
by the retail rate level.

the original contract was still in force,
and the other that It had been modifled,.
We do not find that the conduct of tho
,Cities in the last ten years demonstrates
an intention or belief that the contract
limitation on the level of the Company's
wholesale filings has been abrogated.

The Company argues that, regardless
of whether or not the contentions of
Florence and New London are accepted,
Shawano's contentions should be re-
jected, because Its contract Is not gov-
erned by the same considerations as the
other Cities' contracts. The Company
argues that Shawano's contract Is
worded differently than the lorence and
New London contracts" and does not
refer to the large user (industrial) rate
by name or entitle the City to auto-
matically receive and accept changes In
that rate.

The Company's contract with
Shawano was entered into in 1934, yearj
before sales thereunder came within this
Commission's jurisdiction. For manY
years the Company consistently charged
the same rate levels for its large user re-
tail customers and for its wholesale cus-
tomers. The rates charged to Shawano
clearly came under this policy, and for
years it was obvious that "other cus-
tomers * * of the same class" referred
to the large user retail customers, vhose
rates were approved by the state com-
mission. In fact, the Company's contract
with Florence says as much. It refers to
revisions in the rate as applied to "other
customers receiving the same class of

-service," and the context of the provi-
sion makes clear that these other Clu-
tomers are the large user retail cus-
tomers?' In any event, even If the Com-
pany's assertion were accurate, the rates
to the Company's wholesale class of cus-
tomers are still limited by the rate level
applicable to the large user retail
customers.

Wisconsin Michigan argues that, for
failing to apply for rehearing, the Cities
are bound by the Commission's holdings
on the Mobile-Sierra Issue In Its orders
issued April 19, 1974, In Docket No. E-
8619 and February 9, 1976, In Docket No.
ER76-303. As has been discussed (supra
at 2, 15), in these orders the Commission
held that the Company's contracts with
their wholesale customers provide for
unilateral rate filings with this Commis-
sion. This conclusion was accurate but
incomplete, as it made no reference to
the rate ceiling affirmed in Opinion No,
432. Not until the Cities filed their
Motion for Reconsideration in this pro-
ceeding was the holding of Opinion No.
432 adverted to.

To be sure, the Cities have been tardy
in articulating the proper objection to

"17A C.J.S. Contracts § 374.
-' The relevant language in the contracts of

all three Cities is quoted, supra at 7,
2Tho relevant language of Xlorenco'a con-

tract is quoted, supra at 7; footnote 8. "Tho
above rate" referred to therein Is described,
in Article 1, Section 1 of the contract, as the
Company's Large Users' Power Service Rtato
VII on file and approved by the WIhconsin
Public Service Commlssion.
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the Company's filed rates. As we have
seen, none of the pleadings on which
the orders ruled made any mention of
the rate ceiling affirmed in Opinion No.
432. Bult the fact remains, that, regard-
less of the cause therefor, the Commis-
sions two previous orders dealing with
this issue did not discuss in full all of
the parties' rights under the contracts.
We therefore deem it appropriate and in
the public interest to resolve completely
and thoroughly in this Order on Recon-
sideration the arguments raised by the
Cities' Motion and the Company's An-
swer. We note that the power of an ad-
ministrative agency to reconsider its.
own findings or orders has no relation
to, and is not affected by, the doctrine

'of res judicata..
The Commission does not believe that

rejection of the Company's filing in
Docket No. ER76-303 with respect to the
three Cities is the appropriate remedy
in this proceeding. The claim made by
the-Cities and sustained in this order is
that the amount of the increase in Doc-
ket No. ER76-303 is limited by the level
of the Company's large-industrial retail
rate. The proper remedy therefore is to
require the Company'to refund to the
affected petitioning Cities that portion
of the rate which is above the level of
the large industrial rate. The refunds
(at 9 per cent per annum interest) shall
apply to amounts over the allowed level
collected after March 1, 1976, the effec-
tive date of the rates filed in Docket No.
ER76-303. Since the rates to the City of
-Florence are not above the level of the
large industrial rate, no refunds to it
will be required in this proceeding.

.The Commission ftnds: (1) Good
cause exists to deny the Cities' motion
to reject the filing of the Companies in
Docket No. ER76-303 with respect to the
Cities.

(2) It is proper and appropriate in the
public interest that Wisconsin Michigan
Power Companu7 be directed to eliminate
from the rates which became effective
March 1, 1976, in Docket No. ER76-303,
with respect to the Cities of New London
and Shawano, that portion which is
above the level of Wisconsin Michigan's
most recently approved large industrial
retail rate on file with the Public Serv-
ice Commission of Wisconsin.

The Comission orders: (A) The Cit-
ies' motion to reject the filing of the
Companies in Docket No. ER76-303 is
hereby denied.

(B) Within 60 days of the date of is-
suance of this order, Wisconsin Michi-
gan Power Company shall file revised
tariff sheets reflecting reduced rates to
-the Cities of New London and Shawano
consistent with our findings herein and
shall make appropriate refunds at 9 per-
cent per annum interest of any amounts
collected after March 1, 1976, which are
above the level of Wisconsin Michiga-i's
most recently approved large industrial
retail rate on file with the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

See C.J.. Contracts 6 606.

(C) Wisconsin Michigan Power Com-
pany shall file a report with this Com-
mission attesting to Its compliance with
the refund obligations imposed in order-
ing paragraph (B), supra.

(D) the Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.
KENNETH F. PLUMB,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-12903 Flied 5-4-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

FARMBANC Co.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Farmbane Company, Chattanooga,
Tennessee, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
section 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank
holding company through acquisition of
95.7 percent of the voting shares of
Farmers National Bank, Winchester,
Tennessee. The factors that are consid-
ered in acting on the application are set
forth in section 3 (c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash-
-ington, D.C. 20551 to be received no later
tha May 27, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 29,1977.

GRIxFITH L. GAnwooO,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-12875 Filed 6-4-77;8:45 am]

FIRST INTERNATIONAL BANCSHARES,
INC.

Acquisition of Bank
First International Baneshares, Inc.,

Dallas, Texas, has applied for the
Board's approval under section 3(a) (3)
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 100 per-
cent, less directors' qualifying shares, of
the voting shares of Peoples State Bank,
Baytown, Texas. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be Inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20551, to be received not
later thanMay 27, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System. April 29, 1977.

G, Fmrrr L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-12876 Filed 5-4-177;8:45 am)

NORTH FORK CORP.

Formation of Bank Holding Company
North Fork Corporation, Paonia, Colo-

rado. has applied for the Board's ap-
proval under section 3 (a) (1) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)
(1)) to become a bank holding company
through acquisition of 80 per cent or
more of the voting shares of The First
National Bank bf Paonia, Paonia, Colo-
rado. The factors that are considered in
acting on the application are set forth in
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842
(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views in
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re-
ceived not later than May 25, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 27, 1977.

GRn'n= L. GARwooD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

IPR Doc.77-12377 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

TEXAS COMMERCE BANCSHARES,

INC.

Order Denying Acquisition of Bank

Texas Commerce Bancshares, Inc.,
Houston, Texas, a bank holding com-
pany within the meaning of the Bank
Holding Company Act, has applied for
the Board's approval under section 3 (a)
(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 (a) (3)-) to
acquire 100 percent of the voting shares
less directors qualifying shares) of

Bexar County National Bank of San
Antonio, San Antonio, Texas ('ank!').

Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and views, has been
given in accordance with section 3 (b) of
the Act. The time for filing comments
and views has expired, and the Board
has considered the application and all
comments received, including those of
the United States Department of Justice.
in light of the factors set forth n section
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the largest banking organi-
zation in Texas, controls 32 banks with
aggregate deposits of approximately $3.7
billion, representing 7.6 percent of the
total commercial bank deposits in the
State. Acquisition of Bank ($126.7 mil-
lion in deposits) would increase Appi-
cant's share of Statewide deposits by 0.2
percent and would not result in a sig-
nificant increase in the concentration of
banking resources in Texas.

Bank is the fourth largest of 44 bank-
ing organizations operating In the San
Antonio banking market, controlling 4.8

1 Unlew otherwise noted. all banking data
are as of September 30,1976, and reflect bank
holding company formations and acqulsi.
tlons approved through April 15 1977.
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percent .of market deposits! Applicant
operates two banks In the San Antonio
market and is the eighth largest commer-
cial banking organization therein, con-
trolling 4.1 percent of market deposits.
Thus, consummation of the proposal
would significantly increase Applicant's
,market share, to 8.9 percent. Further-
more, the facts of record show that one of
.Applicant's San Antonio banking sub-
sidiarles Is located only 3.3 miles south-
east of Bank and that approval would
eliminate significant existing competition
between Bank and Applicant's banking
subsidiaries in the market

Bank ranks 'among the top 5 percent
of all Texas banks in deposit size" and
is the largest independent bank in the
San Antonio banking market, more than
twice the size of the largest remaining
independent bank in downtown San An-
tonio; thus, approval of the proposal
would renove an attractive entry ve-
hicle for a Texas bank holding com-
pany not currently represented in the
growing San Antonio market.5 Approval
would also lessen the possibility of future
market deconcentration through the
entry of, another banking organization
Into the market. On the basis of the fore-
going and other facts of record, the
Board concludes that approval of the ap-
plication would have significantly adverse
competitive effects.

In acting upon this application, the
Board has considered the comments of
the Department of Justice and Appli-
cant's responses thereto. The Justice De-
partment Indicated that, in its opinion,
the proposed acquisition would have an
adverse competitive effect since it would
eliminate existing competition to a sig-
nificant degree, eliminate the potential
for Increased competition between Appli-
cant and Bank, and lead to a significant
increase in the concentration of com-
mercial banking in the San Antonio area,
and, more specifically, within Bexar
County. Applicant responded that exist-
Ing competition between Applicant and
Bank was de minimis since Applicant's
closest, banking subsidiary, Highland
Park State Bank, is a suburban retail
bank while Bank is a downtown com-
mercial bank. Applicant further con-
tended that the concentration ratio of

'The relevant banking market for analyz-
ing the competitive effects of the subject
proposal is the San Antonio baning market
.which is approximated by the San Antonio
SMSA (Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area), comprised of Bexar, Comal, and
Guadalupe Counties. All market data are as
.f December 31, 1975.

aBank derives 8.9 percent of its deposits
and 16.2 percent of its loans from the service
areas of Applicant's two market subsidiaries,
Eighland Park State Bank and The First Na-
tional Bank of New Braunfels.

a Bank ranks 34th out of the 1,144 banking
organizations in Texas as of December 31,
1975.

z Between 1970 and 1975 the population of
the San Antonio SMSA increased 10.7 percent
while the population of Texas increased 8.8
percent over the same time period.

NOTICES

the fourlargest banks inthe San Antonio
-commercial banking market Is the lowest
In any principal city in Texas; that no
significant increase in concentration will
result from consummation of the pro-
posal; and, moreover, the concentration
ratio has decreased by 3.4 percentage
points since 1970. -inally, Applicant in-
dicated that consummation of the pro-
posal would not eliminate the potential
for increased competition by foreclosing
the possibility that Applicant would
establish a de novo bank or that Bank
would form a holding company, since
Applicant, as a matter of management
policy, has never formed a de movo bank
outside the area of metropolitan Hous-
ton, and Bank's management had consid-
ered and rejected the possibility of form-
ing its own bank holding company or
becoming affiliated with- a smaller re-
gional bank holding company.

It is the Board's opinion, however,
based on the foregoing and other facts of
record, that competitive considerations
relating to this application weigh suffi-
ciently against approval so that it should
not be approved unless the anticompeti-
tive effects are clearly outweighed by
benefits to the public In meeting the con-
venience and needs of the communities
to be served.

The fnancial and managerial re-
sources and ;prospects of Applicant, its
subsidiary banks, and Bank are generally
satisfactory. Thus, banking factors are
consistent with approval of the appli-
cation. Considerations relating to the
convenience and needs of the commu-
nities to be served lend little, if any,
weight toward approval. Applicant con-
tends that by affiliation it would provide
Bank with the capability of offering full-
aine wholesale banking services, con-
sumer-sized certificates of deposit, and
an extension of Bank's operating hours;
however, the banking needs of the area
are currently being met and an array
of such services is already available In
the San Antonio market. The Board
finds that neither the considerations re-
lating to banking factors, nor to conveni-

- ence and needs, are sufficient to outweigh
the significantly adverse competitive ef-
fects of Applicant's proposal.

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations -reflected In the record,
and in light of the factors set forth in
section 3(c) of the Act, it Is the Board's
judgment that approval of the proposal
would inot be in the public interest. Ac-
cordingly, the application should be, and
hereby is, denied for the reasons sum-
marized above.

By order of the Board of Governors,"
effective April 29, 1977.

GRIFrrI L. G(nANvo,
Deputy Secretarg of the Board.

IF1 Doc.77-12878 Viled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

'Voting for this-action: Chairman Burns,
and Governors Jackson, Partee and Lilly.
Abstaining: Governor Coldwell. Absent and
not voting: Vice Chairman Gardner and
Governor Walich.

WINTERS NATIONAL CORP.
Proposed Acquisition of Mead Financial

Services, Inc.
"Winters National Corporation, Dayton,

Ohio, has applied, pursuant to section
4(c) (8) of the Bank Holding Company
Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (8)) and § 225.4
(b) (2) of the Board's Regulation Y (12 -
CFR 225.4(b) (2)), for permission to ac-
quire all of the outstanding voting shares
of Mead Financial Services, Inc., Dayton,
Ohio, through its wholly-owned subsld-
lary, Winters National Leasing Corpora-
tion, Dayton, Ohio. Notice of .the appli-
cation was published on April 3, 1977, In
the "Dayton Daily News," a newspaper
circulated in Dayton, Ohio.

Applicant states that the proposed sub-
sidiary would engage in the actlvltle of
leasing real and personal property or
acting as agent, broker, or advisor in
leasing such property, where at the in-
ception of the initial lease the expecta-
tion is that the effect of the transaction
and reasonable anticipated future trans-
actions with the same lessee as to the
same property will be to compensate the
lessor for not less than the lessor's full
investment In the property. Such activ-
Ities have been specified by the Board
in § 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as permis-
sible for bank holding companies, sub-
ject to Board approval of individual pro-
posals in accordance with the procedures
of § 225.4(b).

Interested persons may express their
views on the question whether consum-
mation of the proposal can "reasonably
be expected to produce benefits to the
public, such as greater convenience, n-
creased competition, or gains in effi-
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse ef-
fects, such as urldue concentration of
resources, decreased or-unfair compoti-
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices." Any request for a
hearing on this question should be ac-
companied by a statement summarizing
the evidence the person requesting the
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit
at the hearing and a statement of the
reasons why this matter should not be
resolved without a hearing.

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Cleve-
land.

Any views or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and re-
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than
May 26, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 28, 1977.

Gswrrn L. GARWOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board,

[FRI Doc.77-1270 Friled 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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NOTICES

DEPARTMENT QF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Health Resources Administration

NURSING RESEARCH AND EDUCATION
ADVISORY COMMITEE

Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a) (2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following National Advisory body
scheduled to meet during the month of
June 1977:
Name: Nursing Research and Education. Ad-

visory Committee.
Date and time: June 21-24, 1977. 8:30 aa.
Place: Federal Center Building No. 2, 3700

East West Highway, Hyattsville, Maryland
20782. Open June 21, 8:30 aa.m-9 aXm-
Closed remainder of meeting.

Purposes. The Committee is charged
with the initial scientific review' of re-
search grant and research training appli-
cations related to the diagnosis, treat-
ment, and prevention of health problems.
Included are programs of research grants
to expand the scientific base in all areas
of nursing practice, education, and ad-
ministration, and programs of research
fellowships in these and related fields to
train nurse scientists.

Agenda. The open-portion of the meet-
ing will cover administrative and staff
reports. The remainder &f the meeting
will be closed to the public for the review
of research grant applications for Fed-
eral assistance, including National Re-
search Service Awards submitted for pre-
doctoral and postdoctoral research train-
ing in nursing and related biomedical
and behavorial fields, in accordance with
the provisions set forth in section 552b
(c) (6), and the Determination by the
Deputy Administrator, Health Resources
Administration, pursuant to Pub. L.
92-463.

Anyone wishing to obtain a roster of
members, minutes of meeting, or other
relevant information should contact Dr.
Doris Bloch, Bureau of Health Manpow-
er, Room 3-50, Federal Center Build-
ing NO.'2, 3700 East West Highway, Hy-
attsville, Maryland 20782, Telephone
(301) 436-6204.
'Agenda items are subject to chahge as

priorities dictate.

Dated: April 28,1977.

JA=s A. WALSH,
Associate Administrator for
-Operations and Management.

[FRDoc.77-12841 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Assistant Secretary for
Community Planning and Development

BASIC CARTOGRAPHIC INFORMATION
- Interagency Agreement

CRoss REERIENCE: For a document re-
garding an interagency agreement on
the Basic Cartographic Information Pro-
gram implemented by the Geological

Survey and the Department of Housing
and Urban Development, see FR Doc
77-12887 appearing in the Notices sec-
tion of this issue.

DEPARTMENT OF THE. INTERIOR
Bureau ofLand Management

j. M 3G9361

NORTHERN TIER PIPEUNE CO.

Application

APRm 26, 1977.
Notie is hereby given that pursuant

to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185), the
Northern Tier Pipeline Company filed an
application for a right-of-way to con-
struct a 40"/42" pipeline for the purpose
of transporting crude oil across National
Resource Lands and other Federal lands.

The pipeline will transport crude oil
from Port Angeles, Washington, to Clear-
brook, Minnesota, crossing the States of
Washington, Idaho, Montana, North
Dakota, and Minnesota.

The purpose of this notice is to in-
form the public that the Bureau will be
proceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
If so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views on this matter should do so
promptly. Persons submitting comments
should include their names and addresses
and send them to the State Director,
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box
30157, Billings, Montana 59107.

EDWIN ZAIDLICZ,
State Dirctor.

[FR Doc.77-12852 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

OREGON

Establishment of Recreation Use Controls
Within Boundaries of Wild River Area of
Rogue River Component of National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System

Public nptlce Is hereby given by au-
thority of the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act (82 Stat. 906; 16 U.S.C. 1271 et seq.);
Federal Land Policy and Management

-Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 2473; 43 U.S.C. 1701
et seq.); Land and Water Conservation
Fund Act (78 Stat. 899), as amended
(16 U.S.C. 4601-6a); 43 U.S.C. 1181a;
43 U.S.C. 1201; 43 U.S.C. 1374; 16 U.S.C.
670 g-n; 16 U.S.C. 1241 et seq.; 43 CFR
Part 18; 43 CFR Subpart 623; Notice
of Revised Development and Manage-
ment Plans for the Rogue National Wild
and Scenic River, Oregon (37 FR 13408,
July 7, 1972); 30 Stat. 35, as amended
(16 U.S.C. 551); 33 Stat. 628 (16 U.S.C.
472); 36 CPR 211.1; 36 CFR 251.1
through 251.3; 36 CFR 261.50; and 36
CFPR 261.58.

The Federal lands described In 34 FR
15571, October 7, 1969, and 37 FR 13415,
July 7, 1972. which are located between
the mouth of Grave Creek and the mouth
of Watson Creek, the regulated area, are
hereby open to non-commercial boaters
and to authorized outfitters and guides,

when engaged in commercial operations,
who meet the qualifications set forth
below and are in compliance with the
provisions herein stated. The State of
Oregon, acting by and through the Ma-
rine Board in cooperation with the Fed-
eral agencies and Oregon Scenic Water-
ways System by authority of ORS 488.600
(3), has promulgated regulations for use
of State waters located in the area de-
scribed above.

Therefore, In accordance with the in-
tent of Congress, commercial and non-
commercial use of the previously de-
scribed Wild River Area will be permitted
under the following limitations and con-
dItIons.

Pzrurr REQUII'EMM~TS
No boating party wi be authorized

to operate in the Rogue Wild River Area
without obtaining a valid permit and
complying with the stipulations con-
tained therein.

Commercial permits, approved by the
Bureau of Land Management, the For-
est Service, and the Oregon State Marine
Board, may be applied for by contacting
the BIU District.Ofice, 310 W. Sixth
Street, Medford, Oregon 97501, phone
503-779-2351, ext. 341, or the Siskiyou
Forest Headquarters, 1504 N.,W. Sixth
Street, Grants Pass, Oregon 97526. Dur-
ing the period of June 15 to Septem-
ber 30, inquiries pertaining to permit
requirements will be received at the
Rand Site Headquarters, 14333 Galice
Road. Merlin, Oregon, phone 503-
476-3744.

All boating parties, before entering
the regulated area, must stop and reg-
ister at Grave Creek. Commercial out-
fitters must be scheduled on a daily
launch schedule approved in advance by
representatives of the Oregon State
Marine Board, the Oregon State De-
partment of Transportation, the Bureau
of Land Management, and the U.S. For-
est Service. During 1977, permits will be
issued to non-commercial boating par-
ties without restricting their numiers.

The public is hereby advised that; dur-
ing the 1978 regulated season, use of the
regulated area by non-commercial pri-
vate boaters and customers of authorized
commercial outfitters together will be
restricted to no more than 120 persons
per day. At least one-half of this.use
opportunity will be allocated to non-,
commercial private boaters. By Janu-
ary 1, 1978, a reservation system will be
established for this purpose.

Co=nnrL OprAnao.xs
Effective Period: The provisions of

this notice are effective January I to
December 31, 1977, except as otherwise
noted.

Commercial operations on the Rogue
River must be underestood as being a
privilege, not a right. Any transfers of
authorized use in conjunction with the
sale of a business must be approved by
the managing agencies prior to such a
transfer. Approval will be contingent on
the qualifications of the proposed trans-
feree, the ability of the river and land
resources to sustain the use, or for other
Just cause.
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NOTICES

Definitions: For the purposes of this
notice: (a) "Commercial use" is recrea-
tional use of the public lands for busi-
ness or financial-gain. When any per-
mittee, employee or agent of a permittee,
operator, or participant makes or at-
tempts to make a profit, salary, increase
his capital worth, advance or promote
his business or financial standing, or
supports, in any part, other programs or
activities from amounts received from
or for services rendered to customers or
participants in the permitted activity, as
a result of having the special recreation
permit, the use will be considered com-
mercial. The collection by a peymittee
or his agent of any fee, charge, or other
compensation which is not strictly a
sharing of, or is in excess of, actual costs
or expenses incurred for the purposes of
the activity or use shall make the activity
or use commercial. Recreation use by
educational and therapeutic institutions
s considered commercial when the above

criteria are met. Profit making organi-
zations are automatically clessifled as
commercial, even if that part of their
activity covered by the permit is not
profit making. Nonprofit status of any
group or organization under the Inter-
nal Revenue or Postal Laws or regula-
tions does not in itself determine
whether an event or activity arranged
by such a group or organization is non-
commercial. Any person, group, or or-
ganization seeking to qualify as non-
commercial shall have the burden of es-
tablishing to the satisfaction of the
authorized officer that no financial or
business gain will be derived from the
proposed use.

b) "Actual costs or expenses" are-
costs or expenses necessarily incurred
for the permitted activity or use. These
terms include, but are not limited' to,
the actual costs of such items as expend-
able equipment and supplies. Actual
costs or expenses will not include any
salaries, profit, increase of capital worth,
allowances, or subsidies of any other ac-
tivities of the permittee or sponsor, .the
purchase or amortization of nonexpend-
able supplies or equipment, any allow-
ance for undersubscribed events, or any
monetary compensation for sponsors or
participants.

Seasonal Restrictions: Summer Sea-
son-During the regulated period in
1977, scheduling of authorized commer-
cial trips entering the regulated area
each day shall not exceed the following:

1. From May 27 to July 31, three large
parties (not larger than 24 persons total,
including crew members) and one small
party (1-12 persons total, including crew
members).

2. From August 1 to September 5,
Tuesday and Wednesday: two large
parties (not larger than 24 persons total,
including crew members) and three
small parties (1-12 persons total, includ-
ing crew members). Thursday through
Monday: three large parties (not larger
than 24 persons total, including crew
members) and one small party (1-12
persons total, including crew members).

During the portion of the regulated
period following June 30, unassigned
trips, as indicated on the November 5,
1976, preliminary schedule, will not.be
allocated. "However, recognizing that
circumstances beyond an outfitter's rea-
sonable control may occasionally require
carrying passengers or crew members
not planned for and in excess of stipu-
lated party sizes, the following provision
is made:

Twenty (20) percent of an outfitter's
trips, according to the approved schedule
for the regulated period, may carry as
many as two (2) persons beyond the
stipulated- party size If, the party is
scheduled .as Small (1-12 persons, total)
or, if the party is scheduled as Large
(not larger than 24 persons, total), as
many as three (3) persons beyond the
stipulated party size. Xn calculating the
number of trips on which such additional
persons may be carried, results shall be
rounded to the nearest whole number,
but shall in no case be fewer than one
(1). The number of such trips for each
authorized outfitter will be determined
by the scheduling agency before the reg-
ulated period begins and each outfitter
will be advised of the figure. Trip regis-
tration at the Grave Creek entry point"
to the regulated area shall state the total
numbers of persons in each party.

Overall commercial use patterns or
changes will be reviewed throughout
1977 and, if necessary, adjusted accord-
ingly. Outfitters are advised not to plan
increases in their business on the basis
of the 1977 authorization.

The agencies will attempt to approve
the outfitter's requested schedule as
closely as possible. If conflicts arise, the
agencies will adjust the schedules. Com-
mercial trips which remain unused for
two consecutive years may be forfeited.

Fall trips, established in 1973, may not
be transferred to the summer season.

NoN-CoMERcIAL UsE
Effective Period: From the Friday pre-

ceding Memorial Day through Labor
Day.

A non-commercial party shall not be
larger than 24 persons.

Non-commercial boaters must obtain
a permit at Grave Creek as they enter
the regulated area, where information
about campsites, safety, river orientation,
and individual responsibilities will be
provided: The number of such partiesen-
tering the regulated area will not be re-
stricted.

This notice shall become effective May
6, 1977, and shall continue in effect until
December 31, 1977, unless previously re-
voked. Use levels and conditions of use in
future years will depend on analysis of
1977 use patterns.

MURL W. SToRMs,
Oregon State Director,

Bureau of Land Mancgement.
D. H. MORTON,

'Acting Regional Forester,
S9 . Forest Service.

Ap 7-29, 1977.F
[FR 1300.77-12865 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[SAC 0798771
CALIFORNIA

Opportunity for Public Hearing and Repub.
lication of Notice of Proposed Withdrawal

Correction

In FR Doc. 77-5913 appearing on page
11283 of the issue for Monday, February
28, 1977, make the following changes in
the land descriptions in the middle
column, page 11283:

1. The thirteenth line X of the middle
column, reading "T. 13 N., R. 10 E,",
should read "T. 13 N., R. 11 E.".

2. The third line under "T. 15 N., R. 10
E.,", reading "Sec. 23, SNW/4 and
SW'A;", should read "Sec. 24, S'ANWA
and SW/ 4 ;".

ICA 23761
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN

Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of
Lands

Correction
In FR Dec. 77-10759 appearing at page

19406 of the issue for Wednesday, April
13, 1977, in the second paragraph follow-
ing the land description, first column,
page 19407, the comment date, now
reading "May 13, 1977", should read
"May 16, 1977".

[NM 30335 and 304051

NEW MEXICO
Application

APRIL 26, 1917.
Notice Is hereby given that, pursuant,

to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat.
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company haM
applied for two 41/-inch natural gas
pipeline rights-of-way across the follow-
ing lands:

NEW MEXICO PniNi-PAL McRiDIAn,
NEI MiEXICO

T. 20 N,, R. 5 W.,
Sec. 26, NW/ 4 SW/4;
Sec. 27, SEIE/NE!/4 and NESE.

T. 31 N., n. 9 W.,
Sec. 7, lot 10.

Theme pipelines will convey natural gas
across 0.597 of a mile of national resource
lands in Rio Arriba and San Juan Coun-
ties, New Mexico.

The purpose of this notice Is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the applications should be approved, and
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O.
Box 6770, Albuquerque, New Mexico
87107.

FRED E. PADILLA,
Chief, Branch of Lands and

Minerals Operations.
[FR Doc.77-12884 Filed 5--4-.77;8:45 am]
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[NM-302571

NEW MEXICO

'Application
_ AkIL 26, 1977.

Notice is hereby givew that, pursuant
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat.
-576), Agua, Inc., has applied for one
2-inch water pipeline right-of-way
across the following land:

NEW Mxxco P=C11IAL MERDIAN,
NEW Mxxsco

T. 22 S.,R. 37 E.,
Sec. 6, lot 7.

This pipeline will convey water across
0.137 of a mile of national resource land
in Lea County, New Mexico:

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved, and
if so, under what terms and condition.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, -P.O.
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 88201.

FRED E. PADILLA,
Chief, Branch of Lands and

Minerals Operations.

[FR ]Doc.77-12885 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

QUALIFIED JOINT BIDDERS

List of'Statement of Production

AS a convenience to the public, and
pursuant to his authority under 43 CFR
Part 3300, the Director of the Bureau
of Land Management hereby publishes
a list of all persons who have timely filed
a Statement of Production in accordance
with 43 CFR 3302.3-2(a) which has
qualified them to bid jointly during the
bidding period May 1, 1977, through
October 31, 1977. This publication is not
required by law or regulations and may
in some respects be incomplete.

The following companies have filed
sworn Statements of Production as re-
quired by 43 CFR 3302.3-2(a) attesting
to average daily productioifnot in excess
of 1.6 million barrels of crude oil, nat-
ural gas and liquifledpetroleum products
during the production period1 of July
1, 1976, through December 31, 1976:

Al-Aquitaine Exploration, Ltd.
Alaskco US.A., Ltd.
Allied Chemical Corporation
Almlaex US.A., Inc.
AMAXPetroleum Corporation
Amerada Hess Corporation
American Natural Gas Production Company
American Petrofina Company of Texas
American Petrofina Exploration Company
Arrowhead Propane Corporation
Ashland Exploration, Inc.
Ashland Oil, inc.
Atlantic Distributors Exploration Co.
Atlantic lichfield Company
Austral Oil Company Incorporated
Berkshire Gas Company (The)
Bethlehem Steel Corporation
Brooklyn Union Gas Company
Cabot Corporation
Canadian Occidental of California, Inc.

NOTICES

Canadian Superior Oil (U.S.) Ltd.
CanDel Oil (US.) Inc.
Caroline Hunt Trust Estate
Case-Pomeroy Oil Corporation
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation
Challenger Oil and Gas Company
Champlin Petroleum Company
Chanslor-Western Oil And Development

Company
CIGOL Petroleum Inc.
Cities Service Company
C & K Marine Production Company
C & K Offshore Company
C & K Petroleum, Inc.
O M Producing Company
Columbia Gas Development Corporation
Columbia Gas of New York, Inc.
Consolidated Edison Company of New York,

Inc. A

Continental Group. Lno. (The)
Continental Oil Company
Corning Natural Gas Coiporation
CRA Oil Exploration Company
Crown Central Petroleum Corporation
Davis Oil Company
Decalts International Corporation
DEPCO, Inc.
Diamond Shamrock: Corporation
Dover Exploration Company
Dow Chemical Company (The)
Eastern Exploration Corporation
Ecee, Inc.
El Paso Natural Gas Company
Energy Development Corporation
Energy Reserves Group, Inc.
Energy Resources Corporation
Era North America, Inc.
Exchange Oil & Gas Corporation
Farmland Industries, Inc.
Farmland International Energy Company
Felmont Oil Corporation
Florida Gas Exploration Company
Fluor Oil and Gas Corporation
Flying Diamond Oin Corporation
Forest Oil Corporation
Four At Properties, Ltd.
Freeport Minerals Company
Freeport Oil Company
Furth Oil Co.
General American Oil Company of Texas
General Crude Oil Company
Getty Oin Company
G6lden Eagle Refinfn Company, Inc.
'Great Basins Petroleum Co.
Greenbrier Operating Co.
H. C. Price Co.
H. W. Bass & Sons. Inc.
Hamilton Brothers Exploration Company
Hamilton Brothers Oil and Gas Corporation
Hamilton Brothers Oil Company
Hassle Hunt Exploration Company
Hassle Hunt, Incorporated
Hematite Petroleum (U.S.), Inc.
Highland Resources. Inc.
Home Petroleum Corporation
Houston oil & Minerals orporation
Hunt Energy Corporation
Hunt Industries
Hunt Investment Corporation
Hunt Oil Company
Hunt Petroleum Corporation
Husky Oil Company of Delaware
ICI Delaware Inc.
Idemltsu Alaska Oil Development Corpora-
.tfon
Jenney Oil Company

err-McGee Corporation
Kirby Exploration Company

nob Hill Oil & GAs Company, Inc.
Koch Industries, Inc.
Ladd Petroleum Corporation
Lnmar Hunt Trust Estato
Long Islapd Lighting Company
Louisiana Land and Exploration Company

(The)
Louisiana Land Offshore Exploration Com-

pany. Inc.
11APCO Inc.
Marathon Oil Company

22939

Margaret Hunt Trust Estate
Maruzen Oil of Alaska, Inc.
McCuiloch Oil Corporation
Mc foRan Exploration Co.
Merrimack Valley Exploration Company
Mesa Petroleum Co.
Mi1tcheln Energy Offshore corporation
Mono Power Company
Monsanto Company
Murphy Oil Corporation
National Cooperative Refinery Association
National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation
Natomas Exploration. Inc.
Natomas of Texas, Inc.
HATRESCO INCORPORATED
Natural Gas Corporation of California,
Nelson Bunker Hunt Trust Estate
Nepco Exploration Corporation
Nev. England Energy Injorporated
Newmont Oil Company
New York State Electric & Gas Corporation
NICOR Exploration Company
Norso Petroleum USA. Inc.
Northern Mlchlgain Exploration Company
Northern Natural Gas Company
North Oil Inc.
Ocean Oil & Gas Company
Ocean Production Company
ODECO Drilling Inc.
Ogle Petroleum Inc.
O1 Development Company of Texas
Orange & Rockland Utilities, Inc.
Oxy Petroleum. Inc.
PanCanadian Petroleum Company
Pavilion Natural Gas Company (The)
Pelto Oil Company
Pennzoil Company
Pannzoil Loulalana and Texas Offshore, Inc.
Pennzoil Offshore Gas Operators, Inc.
Pennzoil Producing Company
Phllipa Petroleum Company
Pinto, Inc.
Pioneer Production Corporation
Placid Oil Company
Quint ana Offbhore, Inc.
Reading & Bates Oil and Gas Co.
Reserve Oil. Inc.
Resource Production Incorporated
Rhode Island Development and Exploration

Company
Rcchiter Gas and Electric Corporation
Rowan Petroleum, Inc.
Sabine Production Company
Samedaun Ollahore Corporation
Samedan Oil Corporation
Santa Fo Minerals Co. U.S.
Slbonoy Corporation
Slebans Oil & Minerals. Inc.
Soblo Petroleum Company
SONAT Exploration Company
South Coast Corporation (The)
Southern Natural Gas Company
St. Joe Petroleum (US.) Corporation
Sun Oil Company (Delaware)
Superior Oil Company (The)
Syracuse Suburban Gas Company, Inc.
Tenneco Exploration, Ltd.
Tenneco Exploration It, Ltd.
Tenneco OCS Company, Inc.
Tenneco OCS Limited Partnership
Tenneco Offbhoro Company, Inc
Tenneco Oil Company
Terra Resource3 Inc.
Tesoro Petroleum Corporation
Texa Eastern Exploration Co.
Teas Eastern TransmLsslon Corporation
Texas Gas Exploration Corporation
Texauf Inc.
Texas Pacific Oil Company. Inc.
Texas Production Company
Thermal Power Company
Total Petroleum. Inc.
Transco Exploration Company
TranOcean 01, Inc.
Union OIL Company of California
United Energy Resources, Inc.
United Gas Pipe Line Company
United States Steel Corporation
Vrea., Inc.
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W. R. Grace & Co.
Weeks Petroleum Corporation
Wewoka Exploration Company
William Herbert Hunt Trust Estate
Williams Exploration Company

.In addition, Statements of Production
have been received from nine companies
who produced a daily average of 1.6 fil-
lion or more barrels of crude oil, natural
gas and liquefied petroleum products
during the previously mentioned pro-
duction period, and are therefore re-
stricted from bidding jointly with each
other during the bidding period of May
1, 1977, through October 31, 1977. This
list appeared in 42 PR 18905, published
Monday, April 11, 1977.

CURT BERKLUND,
Director, Bureau o1

Land Management.
APRiL 29, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-12886 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[A 9553]

ARIZONA
Airport Lease Application

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
the Act of May 24, 1928 (49 U.S.C. 211-
214) the Board of Supervisors, Mohave
County, Arizona, has applied for an air-
port lease for the following lands:

Gma A= SALT RIVER MERIDIAN, Aizo nA

T. 41 N., R. 7W.,
Sec. 14, SE!4SEy4 NEy4 , EASWY4 , SEY/,
See. 23, N NEi/4 , N/2Sl/ 2N NEl/4, N%-

NE' 4NWy/, and N2S NEY4NW ,
containing 340 acres.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the filing of this applica-
tion segregates the described land from
all other forms of use or disposal under
the public land laws.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O.
Box 250, St. George, Utah 84770.

Mmao L. LoPEz,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[F Doe.77-12910 Filed 5-4-77;8:4 am]

ALASKA
Segregation of Lands

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the act of May 24, 1928 (49 U.S.C.
211-214), the State of Alaska, Depart-
ment of Public Works, Division of Avia-
tion, has applied for an airport least for
the following land:

ExHmrT A

Commencing at B.L.M. Geodetic Station
monumented with an aluminum capped post
marked GEO STA No. 60018 1974 at latitude
61°21'26.536" N. and longitude 155°26'36.-
502" W. proceed S. 76°17158" E. a distance
of 315.62 feet to a point monumented with
an ADA aluminum capped 5.8 Inch rebar
marked ADA "Lemon";

NOTICES

Thence 'S. 87*03'3011 E. a distance of
1,445.11 feet to a point monumented with an
ADA aluminum capped % Inch rebar marked
ADA. "Lime,";

Thence N. 48-19'50" E. a distance of 300.65
feet to a point being STA 10-j00 of the ADA
Survey baseline and monumented with an
ADA aluminum capped % inch rebar;

Thence S. 59°20"46" E. a distance of 100.00
feet to a point being-STA 9+00 of the ADA
Survey baseline, the True Point of Begin-
ning; ,

Thelce N. 30°39'141" E. a distance of 60.00
feet to the point of intersection with the
South bank of Stony River;

Thence following the shoreline along the
South bank of Stony River the following
courses and distances:

N. 31°05'17" W. a distance of 454.12 feet;
N. 43°58'1211 W. a distance of 207.42 feet;
N. 46°12'44" W. a distance of 308.06 feet;
N. 70°39'22" W. a distance of 203.96 feet;
N. 49'25'12" W. a distance of 406.08- feet;
N. 59o20'46' ' 

W. a distance of 400.00 feet;
N. 76'02'43" W. a distance of 417.61 feet;
N. '59*20'46"' 

W. a distance of 200.00 feet;
S. 64°20'38 ' ' 

W. a distance of 360.56 feet;
Thence S. 30'39'14" W. a distance of 300.00
feet to a point; -

Thence S. 61028'02" E. a distance of
2,701.85 feet to a point;

Thence N. 30'39'14' ' E. a distance of 200.00
feet to the'True Point of Beginning.

This' tracthaving an area of approximately
35.19 acres, more or less

(The parcel described above is depicted as
Tract I on the Lime Village Airport property
plan dated January 17, 1977, as prepared by
the State of Alaska, Department of Public
Works, Division of Aviation.)

The purpose of this notice is to in-
form the public that the filing of this
application-segregates the described land
from all other forms of use or disposal
under the public land laws.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the State Director,
Alaska State Office, Bureau of Land
Management, 555 Cordova Street, An-
chorage Alaska 99501.

CURTIS V. McVEE,
State Director.

[FR Doc.77-12914 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Geological Survey
COAL MINING PLAN-UTAH

Availability of Proposed Decision for Mine
Plan Stbmitted.for Approval

In ,accordance with the requirements
of 30 CPR 211.5(c) (2), notice is hereby
given that Trail Mountain Coal Com-
pany, P.O. Box 356, Orangeville, Emery
County, Utah 84537, has submitted a
mining plan to mine coal by under-
ground mining methods on Federal lease
No. U-082996 comprising 40 acres in
Emery County, Utah, T. 17 S., R. 6 E.,
Sec. 25, SW/4SEY4, SI..M. The mining
plan was initially received for review by
the Area Mining Supervisor on Septem-
ber 10, 1976.

The Trail Mountain Mine is an ongo-
ing underground mine on, private coal
adjoining the Federal lease. The mining
plan proposes extending the ongoing
operations into the Federal lease. The
existing portal and surface facilities on

the private lands would be used In re-
moving the Federal coal. The Federal
lease contains approximately 28 acres
of coal from which 245,000 tons of Coal
will be removed. The operation will re-
quire one year.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Mining Supervisor
proposes to approve the mining plan.
Any person having an interest, which is
or may be adversely affected, may re-
quest a public meeting in writing, Re-
quests for a public meeting should in-
clude the name and address of the re-
questor and should be submitted to the
Area Mining Supervisor, Conservation
Division, U.S. Geological Survey, 8420
Federal Building, 125 South State Street,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84138. All requests
should be made on or before May 25,
1977. No decision on the mining plan
will be made prior to May 25, 1977,

A preliminary public meeting on the
proposed mine was held at the Emery
County Court House on October 5, 1970,
to solicit public comments and sugges-
tions on related environmental and re-
source aspects of the proposed mine.

Dated: April 29, 1977.
V. E. McICLVEr,

Director.
[FR Doc.77-12888 Filed 5-4-77,8:45 am]

BASIC CARTOGRAPHIC INFORMATION
Interagency Agreement

A great deal of Federal, State, and
local money is spent each year collecting
basic data and producing cartographic
products to support numerous programs
such as community development, flood
Insurance, and comprehensive planning.
These data are also of considerable value
to other Federal and local users but have
not always been readily available. The
Office of Management and Budget Fed-
eral Mapping Task Force recommended
Improvements in coordination and coop-
eration in meeting specific needs for
these programs.

The Department of Housing and
Urban Development recommended that
direction be provided in developing a
common Federal mapping methodology
which could be used uniformly by all
Federal agencies and A-95 clearing-
houses that serve the Nation's communi-
ties and Federal agencies and other map
users. The USGS, in cooperation with
HUD and other agencies, Is undertaking
activities to Implement these recom-
mendations.

Progress toward improved coordina-
tion In this area can be initiated by
Identifying cartographic requirements,
recommending technical standards,
where applicable, and by establishing In-
teragency agreements among Federal
agencies whose programs produce or
have need for cartographic data, This is
one such agreement. Some of the other
Federal agencies operating In uran areas
whose programs provide and require
mapping support include the Depart-
ment of Transportation, Department of
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gommerce, the Corps of Engineers, and
the Envirolimental Protection' Agency.

V. E. MCE:Ew=,
Director.

INTERAGENCY AGEE==EN: BSIC CARTO-
GRAPHrc INFORMATIoN

Objective. The objective of this agreement
is to establish a mechapism to insure that
HOp grantees and contractors are cognizant
of basic cartographic data available from
existing sources and that information on
data collected by HOD funded activities is
available to other users, and to define the
pertinent responsibilities of the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey (USGS) and the U.S. Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development
(H=m). The purpose is to improve the cost
effectiveness, coordination, and technical
efficiency with which HUD grantees and con-
tractors collect and produce base maps and
aerial photography through technical advice
and assistance provided by USGS. It is also
intended that this document will establish
guidance that will foster a common Federal
mapping methodology th~at will better serve
the Nation's communities and metropolitan
areas and in so doing meet the mapping re-
quirements of other Federal agencies.

Background. A great deal of Federal, State,
and local money is spent each year collecting
basic data and producing cartographic prod-
ucts to support numerous programs such as
community development, flood insurance,
and comprehensive planning. These data are
also of considerable value to other Federal
and local users but have not always been
readily available. The Office of Management
and Budget Federal Mapping Task Force
recommended improvements in coordination
and cooperation in meeting specific needs
for these programs.

The Department of Housing and Urban
Development comment to the Task Force
embodied in a December 26, 1972, memoran-
dum from the Assistant Secretary for Com-
munity Planning and Development to OMB,
recommended that direction be provided in
developing a common Federal mapping
methodology which could be used uniformly
by all Federal agencies and A-95 clearing-
houses that serve the Nation's communities
and metropolitan areas, and almultaneously
meet the needs of other Federal agencies
and other map users. The USGS, in coopera-
tion with HUD and other agencies, Is under-
taking activities to implement these recom-
mendations.

Progress toward improved coordination in
this area can be initiated by reactivating and
establishing interagency committees to iden-
tify cartographic requirements, by recom-
mending technical standards, where appli-
cable, and by establishing interagency agree-
ments among Federal agencies whose pro-
programs produce or have a need for cartog-
raphic -data. This is one such agreement.
Some of the other Federal agencies operating
in urban areas whose programs provide and
require mapping support Include the Depart-
,ment of Transportation, the Department of
Commerce, the Corps of Engineers, and the
Environmental Protection Agency.

Definitions-Base map. A map showing se-
lected fundamental Information for multi-
purpose use.

National Mapping Program. A program of
the Department of the Interior, delegated
to the Geological Survey, that includes those
activities necessary to make available basic
map data and a family .of general-purpose
maps covering the United States and Its out-
lying areas.

Cartograplic data. Multipurpose maps and
charts, aerial and space imagery, geodetic
control, and base map data. The base map
data consist of those data that are normally
shown by general-purpose maps. These data

either digital or graphic In form, can be
available as individual features such as reads,
streams, contours, etc., or in combinations.

Organizational mission. The U.S. Geolog-
Ical Survey, as the principal US. national
mapping agency, has ongoing programs to
produce maps that may be supportive of
HUD and its program users and the re-
sponsibility to beresponslve to the needs of
map users and other beneficiaries of different
mapping programs. USGS has also estab-
lished the National Cartographlc Informa-
tion Center to act as a clearinghoute for
cartographic information.

The Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment has a role of leadership In housing
and urban development affairs and conse-
quently is in a position to promote econom-
ical and quality approaches for dealing with
base mapping activities of its clients and
of other Federal agencies.

Policy and rsponsiblitfes. The parties to
this agreement will establish a coordination
system that will asure the HUD grantee or
contractor access to the best available carto-
graphic data and technical advice and agree
to the following procedures as a means of
achieving the desired goals:

1. Grant recipients or contractors that uce
HUD funds to produce base mapping and/
or aerial photography will submit in writing
to the USGS a description of the product
needs and project requirements In order to
determine whether these can be sup-
plied from available material. USGS will
provide, within 30 days after receipt of such
communication, a written reply to the HUD
grant recipient or contractor describing ap-
propriate cartographic data for which VCIC
has records;

2. Grant reclplenti or contractors will then.
In addition to making use of data Identified
by NCIC, conduct a local search to determine
whether other cartographic data aro avail-
able locally;

3. USGS will provide technical as.,Istance
to the grant recipients or contractors in the
form of handbools, guidelines and specifl-
cations and assist In the preparation of
needed criteria, standards, methods and cost
estimates. USGS will also, If requested by
the HuD grantee or contractor, act in an
advisory capacity for contract preparation.
proposal evaluation, and product inspection
where cartographic data are involved;

4. HUD will require that applicants who
receive HUD assistance that may support
the production of base mapping and aerial
photography provide evidence of interface
with USGS, i.e., a letter of reply from USGS
to the HUD applicant as well as the latter's
comment on or disposition of the USGS
reply. Secondary allocation of funds to
substato grantees or contractors will require
a similar interface proceduro whenever carto-
graphic activity is to be undertaken;

5. Recipients of HUD assistance will for-
ward to USGS final description of the base
maps and aerial photography produced In
part or completely with HUD financial as-
sistancekor discovered as a result of a local
search. The descriptions will be In the format
defined by USGS and the HUD Program Office
so that USGS can maintain a data file on
all cartographic data. New topographic data
which may be prepared for or by a commu-
nity that is participating In the National
Flood Insurance Program for Its flood-prone
areas will be furnished to USGS to be. de-
posited for use by FIA-HUD and others. If
requested by USGS, copies of base maps,
aerial photography, survey control data, and
map data produced by the HUD grantees or
contractors will be delivered to USGS at no
uncompensated expense to the grantees or
contractors;

6. USGS will catalog and index into the
National Cartographic Information Center
system the base maps and aerial photography

/
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produced and reported by the HUD recipient
or contractor,

7. HOD will require that the close-out re-
ports on projects contain evidence that the
grant recipient or contractor has forwarded
final product description on the USGS form
directly to the USGS.

General prorlsions. Following the signing'
of this agreement, USGS and HUD will pre-
pare speciflc rules and regulations for appro-
priate HUD programs, including Comprehen-
sive Planning Assistance, Community Devel-
opment Block Grant, Flood Insurance, and
programs under the Federal Disaster Assist-
anco Adminlstration, New Communities Ad-
ministration, Office of Housing, and the Of-
fice of Policy Development and Research. The
Director of the USGS or the HUD Assistant
Secretary for Community Planning and De-
velopment will bring to the attention of the
other, significant policy issues which appear
to require additional departmental guidance
reg-arding the above matters.

The procedures to implement this agree-
ment will be developed and phased in so as
to avoid undue impact on the grant recip-
lents or contractors.

This agreement becomes effective on the
date the last signature is affixed. It can be
terminated by either party on sixty days
notice.

ASsistant Secretary for Community
Planning and Derelopment, De-
partment of Housing and Urban
DerApment.

Director, U.S. Geologfcal Surrey,
Department of the interior.

IFR Dc-,.77-1287 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

National Park Service

NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARKS
PROGRAM

Boundary Establishment

The Historic Sites Act of 1935, 49 Stat.
666, (16 U.S.C. 461) authorizes the Secre-
tary of the Interior to conduct a survey
of historic and archeological sites, build-
ings, and objects to determine those that
possess exceptional value as commemo-
rating or llustrating the history of the
United States, and, generally, to pro-
mote thelr recognition and preservation.
This Act has been implemented since
1960 in part by the National Historic
Landmarks Program whereby the Secre-
tary designates nationally significant
historical resources as national historic
landmarks.

The National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966,80 Stat. 915, as amended, au-
thorized the establishment by the Secre--
tdry of a National Register of Historic
Places to recognize districts, sites, build-
Ings, structures and objects significant in
American history, architecture, archeol-
ogy and culture. Among other historic
places, all national historic landmarks
have been placed on the National Regis-
ter. However, prior to 1970, the-Secretary
designated national historic landmarks

with only general boundary descriptions,
contrary to other National Register
properties which are -established with

specific boundaries. Accordingly, this no-
tice Is to advise interested persons that
specific boundaries are being established
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for the fbllowing national historic land-
marks and to give interested persons an
opportunity to comment upon the delin-
eation of such boundaries. The bound-
aries will generally reflect the minimum
amount of property considered neces-
sary and appropriate to encompass and
protect, the historic resources of the
landmark.

In addition to this notice, owners of
national historic landmarks have or will
be individually notified of the proposed
boundary establishments and will be
given an opportunity to comment. For
national historic landmarks which are
historic districts or when landmarks
cover large land areas, the State His-
toric Presevation Officer, local authori-
ties and Interested individuals, to the
extent practicable, have or will be in-
dividually notified and given an oppor-
tunity to comment.

Written comments on the proposed
boundary establishments for the na-
tional historic landmarks described be-
low should be made within thirty (30)
days of the date of this notice and ad-
dressed to the Chief, Office of Archeology
and Historic Preservation, National Park
Service, Department of the Interior,
Washington, D.C. 20240. Any individuals
wishing to know the specific boundaries
of the following national historic land-
marks may write to the above address.
Final boundaries will be established by
subsequent publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

National historic landmarks for which
specific boundaries are being established
are:

ALABALTA

Apalachicola Fort, 1.5 miles cast of Holy
Trinity on. Chattahoochee River, Russell
County.

Curry, J. L. A., Home, 3 miles northeast
of Talladega on Ala. 21, Talladega County.

First Confederate Capitol (Alabama State
Capitol). Goat Hill, east end of Dexter Ave-
nue, Montgomery, Montgomery, County.

Fort Morgan, western terminus of Ala. 180,
Gasque vicinity, Baldwin County.

,Fort Toulouse, 4 miles southwest of We-
tumpka at confluence of the Coosa and Tal-
laposa River, Elmore County.

Mfoundville Site, 1 mile west of Moundvilie
on County Route 21, Hale County.

Wilson Dam, Tennessee River on U.S. 72,
Florence vicinity, Colbert and Lauderdale
Counties.

ALAsxA

American Flag Raising Site, Castle Hill,
Sitka, 'Southeastern District.

Anvil Creek Gold Discovery Site, 4.25 miles
north of Nome on Seward Peninsula at Anvil
Creek, Northwestern District.

Birnirk Site, 5 miles northeast of Barrow,
Northwestern District.

Chaluka Site, Nikolski vicinity, tVmnak Is-
land, Aleutian Islands, Southeentral District.

Ersitne House, Main and Mission Streets,
nodiak, Kodiak Island, Southcentral District.

Fur Seal Rookeries, St. Paul Island, Pribilof
Islands, Southcentral District.

Gambell Sites, Northwest Cape, St. Law-
rence Island, Northwestern District.

Ipiutak Site, tip of2PolnVHope. Point Hope
peninsula, Northwestern District.

Palugvlk Site, 3.75 miles east of Rip RocMl
on Prince William Sound, Hawkins Island
Southcentral District.

St. XiTcael's Cathedral, Lincoln and Mak.
soutoff Streets, Sitka, Southeastern District

NOTICES -

Skagway Historic District and White Pass,
Skagway and vicinity, head of Taya Inlet on
Lynn Canal, Southeastern District.

Yukon Island Main Site, KachemakBay,
Cook Inlet, Yukon Island, Southcentral Dis-
trict.

AEXEONA

Awatovi R uIns, 8 miles south of Keams
Canyon on Hopi Indian Reservation, Navajo
County.

Casa Malpais Site, 2 miles north Springer-
ville, Apache County.

Desert Laboratory, west of Tucson off West
Anklam Road on Tumamoc Hill,' Pima
County.

Gatlin Site, 3 miles north of Gila Bend,
Maricopa County.

Hohokam-Pima Irrigation Sites, Park of
the Four Waters, Phoenix M'arlcopa County.

Jerome Historic District, Jerome, Yavapal
County.

Kinishba Ruins, 15 miles west of White-
river via Arizona 73 and secondary road, Gila
County.

Lehner fammoth-Kill Site, .10 miles west
of Bisbee, Cochise County.

Lowell Observatory, 1 mile west of Flag-
staff on MIara-Hill, Coconino County.

Merriam, C. Hart, Base Camp Site, 20 miles
northwest of Flagstaff, at Little Springs, a'
private enclave in Coconino National Forest,
Coconino County.

Old Oraibi, 3 miles west of Oraibi on Ariz.
234, Hopi Indian Reservation, Navajo County.

Point of Pines Sites, 30 miles northwest
of Aforenci, San Carlos Indian Reservation,
Graham County.

Pueblo. Grande Ruin, Washington Avenue,
Pueblo Grande City Park, Phoenix, Maricopa
County.

Roosevelt Dam, Salt River, 31 miles north-
west of Globe on Ariz.'88, Gila and Maricopa
Counties.

San Bernardino Ranch, 17 miles east of
Douglas on the international boundary,
Cochis, County.

San Xavier Del Bac, 9 miles south of Tuc-
son via Mission Road, Pina County.

Sierra Bonita Ranch, southwest of Bonita,
Graham County.

Tombstone Historic District, Tombstone,
Cochise County.

Ventana Cave, 11 miles west of Santa Rosa,
Papago Indian Reservations, Pima County.

Winona Site, 5 miles northeast of Winona
on U.S. 66, Coconino National Forest, Coco-
nino County.

Yuma Crossing and Absoclated Sites, banks
of the Colorado River; Yuma, Yuma County.

AwrAIusA

Nodens Site, south edge of Wilson, Missis-
sippi County.

Parkin Indian Mound, north edge of
Parkin, Cross County.

CALWOEI'UA

Anza House (Juan de Anza House), 3rd
and Franklin Streets, San Juan Bautista,
San Benito County.

Bancroft, Hubert H., Ranch House, Ban-
croft Drive off Calif. 94, Spring Valley, San
Diego County.

Big and Little Petroglyph Canyons, China

Lake vicinity, China Lake Naval Ordnance

Test Station, lnyo County.
Bodie Historic District, 7 miles south of

Brldgeport" on U.S. 295, 12 miles east on

secondary road, Mono County.
Burbank, Luther, House ,tnd Garden, 200

block of Santa Rosa Avenue, Santa Rosa,
Sonoma, County.

Carmel Mission, Rio Road, Carmel, Mont-
erey County.

Castro, Jose, House, south side of the Plaza,
San Juan Bautista, San Benito County.

C. A. Thayer, San Francisco Maritime State
Historic Park, San Francisco, San Ilanobco
County.

Coloma, 7 miles northwest of Placerville on
Calif. 49, El Dorado County.

Columbia Historic District, 4 miles north-
west of Sonora on Calif. 40, Tuolumne
County.

Donner Camp, 2.6 miles west of Truckee
on U.S. 40, Nevada County.

Estudillo House. 4000 Mason Street, San
Diego, San Diego County.

First Pacific Coast Salmon Cannery Site,
on Sacramento River, opposite the foot of
K Street, Brodericek, Yolo County.

Flood, James C., Mansion, northwest
corner of California and Mason Streeto, San
Francisco, San Francisco County.

Fort Ros, north of Fort Rosa on Calif. 1,
Fort Ross State Historical Monument, Sono-
ma County.

Gonzales House, 835 Laguna Street, Santa
Barbara, Santa Barbara County.

Gunthcr Island Site 67 (Tolowot), north-
east end of Gunther Island In Humboldt VaNy
north of Eureka, Humboldt County.

Lake Merritt Wild Duel: Refuge, Lakeside
Park, Grand Avenue, Oakland, Alameda
County.

La Purisima sMIssion, 4 miles east of Loh-
poc, near the intersection of Calif. 1 and 150,
Santa Barbara County.

Larkin House, 464 Callo Principal, Mon-
terey, Monterey County.

Las Flores Adobe, west side of Stuart Mesa
Road about 7 miles north of Vandegrift
Boulevard junction, Camp Joseph H, Pendle-
ton, San Diego County.

London, Jack, Ranch, 0.4 mile west of
Glen Ellen, Jack London Historical State
Park, Sonoma County.

Lower Elamath National Wildlife Refuge,
lower Klamatli Lake, cast of Dorris, S1kldyou
County.

Miller, Joaquin, HoUe (The Abbey), Jon-
quin Miller Road and Sanborn Drive, Oal:-
land, Alameda County'.

Monterey Old Town Historic District,
Monterey, Monterey County, Two dltrictl,
northern and southern; routhern district
bounded on the west by Dutra Street, on
the east by Madison Street, on the south
by Polk Street, and on the north by JolTer-
son Street; northern district bounded by
Pacific Street on the west, Scott Street on
the south, Alvarado Street on the east, and
Decatur Street on the north.

New Almaden, 14 miles south of San Jo* o
on County Route G8, Santa Clara. County,

Norris, Frank, Cabin, 10 miles west of Oil-
roy via Calif. 152 and secondary roads, Santa
Clara County.

Oak Grove Butterfleld Stage Station, 13
miles northwest of Warner Sprin on Calif,
79, San Diego County.

Old Customhouse (U.S. Customhouse),
Calle Principal at Decatur Street, Monterey,
Monterey County.

Old Iisslon Dam, north' sde of Miion
Street-Gorge Road, San Diego, San Diego
County.

Old Sacramento Historic District, June-
tions of US. 40, 50, 00, and Calif. 10 vnd
24, Sacramento, Sacramento County.

Old United States Mint, 5th and Millon
Streets, San Francisco, San Francisco
County.

Pony Express Terminal (B.P Hsti go
Building), 1006 2nd Street, Sacramento,
Sacramento County.

Presidio, The, northern tip of San TFranoisco
peninsula on U.S. 101 and Int. 480, 'San
Francisco, San Francisco County.

Ralston, William C., HomO, College Of
Notre Dame campus, Belmont, San Mateo
County.

Room 307, Gilman Hall, University of Cali-
forn, University/ of California campus,
Berkeley, Alameda County.
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Royal Presidio Chapel, 550 Church Street,
Monterey County.

San Diego Presidio, Presidio Park, San
Diego, San Diego County.

San Francisco Bay Discovery Site. 4 miles
west of San Bruno via Skyline Drive and
Sneath Lane, San Mateo County.

San Francisco Cable Cars, San Francisco,
San Francisco County.

San Juan Bautista Plaza Historic District,
San Bautista, San Benito County, Begin-
ning at the intersection of Washington and
2nd Streets, northwest along 2nd to Marl-
posa Street, northeast on Mariposa to 1st
Street, southeast on 1st to Washington
-Street, southwest on Washington to 2nd
Street.

San Luis Rey Mission Church, 4 miles
east of Oceanside on Calif. 76, San Diego
County.

Sonoma Plaza, center of Sonoma, Sonoma
County.

Star of India, San Diego Embarcadero, San
Diego, San Diego County.

Sutter's Fort, 2701 L Street, Sacramento,
Sacramento County.

Walker Pass, 60 miles northeast of Bakers-
field on Calif. 178, Kern County.

Warner's Ranch, 4 miles south of Warner
Springs on secondary road, San Diego

ounty.
Well No. 4, Pico Canyon Oil Field, 9.6

miles north of San Fernando and west of
U.S. 99, Los AngelesCounty.

COLORADO

-Central City Historic District, Central
City, Gilpin County.

Cripple Creek Historic District, Cripple
Creek, Teller County.,

Durango-Silverton Narrow-Gauge Rail-
road, right-of-way between Durango and
Silverton, La Plata and San Juan counties.

Georgetown-Silver Plume Historic Dis-
trict, Georgetown-Silver Plume vicinity,
Clear Creek County.

Leadville Historic District, LeadvMll, Lake
County.

Lindenmeler Site, 28 miles north of Fort
Collins, 1.75 miles south of Wyoming State
line, Larimer County.

Lowry Ruin, 30 miles northwest og Cortez
via U.S. 160 and secondary road. Pleasant
View vicinity, Montezuma County.

Pikes Peak, 15 miles of Colorado Springs,
Pike National Forest, El Paso County.

Pike's Stockade, 4 miles east of Sanford
on Colo. 136, ConeJos County.

Raton Pass, U.S. 85-87, Colorado-New
Mexico border, Raton vicinity, Las Animas

" County.
Silverton Historic District, Slverton, San

Juan County.
Telluride Historic District, Telluride, San

Miguel County.

CONCNEcCUT

Armsmear (Samuel Colt Home), 80
Wethersfield Avenue, Hartford, Hartford
County.

Barnard, Henry, House, 118 Main Street,
Hartford, Hartford County.

Buttolph-Williams House, 249 Broad
Street, 'Wethersfield, Hartford County.

Charles W. Morgan, Mystic Seaport,
Mvsic, New London County.

, Connecticut Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tion, 123 Huntington Street, New Haven,
-New Haven County.

Connecticut Hall, Yale University,
bounded by High, Chapel, Elm. and College
Streets, New Haven, New Haven County.

Dana, James Dwight, House, 24 Hillhouse
Avenue, New Haven, New Haven County.

\ Litchfield Historic District, east and west
sides of North and South Streets, to the
rear property lines, from Prospect Street-on
the north to Gallows Lane on the south, the

NOTICES

Village Green between East and West
Streets, and structures fronting on the
northeast side of the Green, Litchfleld
Litchfield County.
. Marsh,-Othniel ., House, 360 Propect
Street, New Haven. New Haven County.

Mather, Stephen Tyng. Home, Stephen
Mather Road, Darien, Fairfield County.

OldStatehouse, Main Street at Central
Row, Hartford. Hartford County.

Reeve, Tapping. House and Law School,
South Street, Litchfleld, Litchfield County.

Remington, Frederick, House, Ridgefleld
Fairfield County.

Rogers, John, Studio, 10 Cherry Street,
New Canaan, Pairfleld County.

Stanley-Whitman House, 37 High Street,
Farmington. Hartford County.

Trumbull. John. Birthplace (Governor
Jonathan Trumbull House), Tho Common,
Lebanon, New London County.

Twain. Mark, Home, 351 Farmington Ave-
nue, Hartford. Hartford County.

Webb, Joseph, House, 211 Main Street
Wethersfleld, Hartford County.

Webster, Noah. Birthplace, 227 S. Main
Street, West Hartford. Hartford County.

DELAWARE

Aspendale, I mile west of Kenton on Del.
300, Kent County.

Corblt-Sharp House, southwest corner of
Main and 2nd Streets, Odessa, New Castle
County.

Dickinson, John. House, 5 miles southeast
of Dover and 03 mile east of U.S. 113 on Kitts
Hummock Road, Kent County.

Eleutherian Mills, north of Wilmington on
Del. 141 at Brandywine Creek Bridge. New
Castle County.

Fort Chrlstlna E. 7th Street and the Chris-
tina River, Fort Christina State Park, Wl-
mington. Now Castle County.

Holy Trinity (Old Swedes) Church, 7th
and Church Streets, Wilmington, New Castle
County.

New Castle Historic District, bordered by
Harmony Street, The Strand. Third and Dela-
ware Streets, New Castle, New Castle County.

Drsrarcr or CoLuv.nlA

Administration Building, Carnegie Instl-
tuton of Washington, 1530 P Street NW..
Washington.

Army Medical Museum and Library, 6825
16th Street NW.. Washington.

Chapel Hall, Gallaudet College, Florlda
Avenue and 7th Street HE., Washington.

City Hall (Dlstrlct Courthouse), 14th and
E Streets NW.. Washington.

Decatur House, 748 Jackson Place NW.,
Washington.

Library of Congress, 1st Street and Inde-
pendence Avenue SE, Washington.

Octagon House, 1799 New York Avenue
NW., Washington.

Red Cross (American National) Headquar-
ters. 17th and D Streets NW., Washington.

Richards. Zalmon. House. 1301 Corcoran
Street NW., Washington.

St. John's Church, 16th and H Streets
NW., Washington.

Wilson. Woodrow. House. 2340 S Street
NW., Washington.

FLoanmA

Cathedral of St. Augustine, Cathedral
Street between Charlotte and St. George
Streets, St. Augustine, St. Johns County.

Fort? San Marcos de Apalache, 18 miles
south of Tallahassee on U.S. 319 and Fla. 306,
St. Marks, Wakulla County.
Fort Walton Mound, US. 5 98, Fort Walton

Beach. Okaloosa County.
Gonzalez-Alvarez House (Oldest House),

14 St. Francis Street, St. Augustine, St.
Johns County.

22 3

Hemingway. Ernest, House. 907 Whitehead
Street, Key West. Monroe County.
Llambls House (Fernandez-Ilambas

House), '31 St. Prancis Street. St. Johns
County.

Okeechobee Battlefield. 4 miles southeast
of Okeechobee on Us. 441, Okeechobee
County.

Pelican Island National Wildlife Refuge,
east of Sebastian in the Indian River, Indian
River County.

-Plaza Ferdinand VII, Palafox Street be-
tween Government and Zaragossa Streets,
Pensacola, Escambla County.

Smfety Harbor Site, Philippe Park, 1 mile
northeast of Safety Harbor, Pinellas County.

San Luis do Apalache, 2 miles west of Tal-
labarzee on U.S. 90. Leon County.

GZOZcI

Etowah Mounds. 3 miles south of Carters-
villo on Ga. 61, Bartow County.

Haris Joel Chandler, House, 1050 Gordon
Street SW. Atlanta, Fulton County.

Kolomoki Mounds. 8 miles north of Blakely
on US. 27, Kolomoki Mounds State Park,
Early County.

Low., Juliette Gordon, Birthplace, 10 Ogle-
thorpe Avenue, Savannah, Chatham County.

St. Catherlne's Island. 10 miles or the
Georgia coast between St. Catherine's Sound
and Sapelo Sound, South Newport vicinity,
Liberty County.

Savannah Historic District, bounded by E.
Broad, Owinnett, W. Broad Streets and the
Savannah River, Chatham County.

Stallings Island. 8 miles northwest of Au-
gusta In the SaVnnah River, Columba
county.

Traveler's Rest, 6 miles east of Toccoa on
U.S. 123, Stephens County.

HAwr

Cook Landing Site, 2 miles southwest of
Hawaii 50, Waimea, Isand of Kauai, Kausi
county.

Honokohau Settlement, Honokohan Bay,
just north of Kailua-Kona, Island of Hawall,
Hawati County.

Hulus Plshpond, on Rahan Bay, 13 miles
north of Kaneohe on Hawaii 83 adjacent to
KahanA Bay State Park, Island of Oahu,
Honolulu County.

Iolani Palace. 364 S. King Street, Hono-
lulu, Island of Oshu. Honolulu County.

Kamakahonu, on the northwest edge of
KNallua Bay, north and west of KRalus, wharf.
Kallua-Kona. Island of Hawaii, Hawaii
County.

Kaunolu Village Site, on Kaunolu Bay, on
the southwest cape of the Island of Lanai,
Lanai city vicinity, Maui County.

Kawalahao Church and MIsson Houses,
957 Punchbowl Street; 853 S. King Street
Honolulu, Island of Oahu. Honolulu County.

Keauhou Holum Slide, east of Hawaii 18,
Keauhou, Island of Hawail, Hawaii County.

Lahaina Historic District, west side of Maui
on Hawaii 30, Lahana, Island of Maui, Maul
County.

Loeloa Helau, southeast coast of auil on
Hawaii 31. about 0.25 mile north of Kaupo,
Island of Maul, Maul County.

Mauna Kea Adz Quarry, 25 miles northwest
of Hilo via mountain trail. Hilo vicinity, Is-
land of Hawaii. Hawaii County.

Mookini Helau. northern tip of Hawaii, 1
mile west of Upolu Point Airport. Hawi vi-
cinity, Island of Hawall. Hawaii County.

Old Sugar Mill of Koloa, Kolos, Island of
Kaual, Kauai County.

Pilanihate Helau, 4 miles north of Ha-
at the mouth of Honomaele Gulch near Ks-
lahu Point. Inland of Maul. Maul County.

Puu 0 Mahuka Helau, 4 miles northeast
of Halelwa on Hawai 83. overlooking Waimea
Bay. Island of Oahu, Honolulu. County.
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Russian Fort, on Hawaii 50, 200 yards
southwest of the bridge over the Waimea
River, Island of lKaual, Kauai County.

South Point Complex, South Cape, south-
ern tip of Hawaii, Kau District, Naslehu
vicinity, Island of Hawaii, Hawaii County.
, U.S. Naval Base, Pearl Harbor, 3 miles
south of Pearl City on Hawaii 73, Island of
Oahu, Honolulu County, -

Walua Complex of Heiaus, east coast of
Kauai at the mouth of the Wallua River,
Lihue District, Failua vicinity, Island of
Kaual, Kauai County.

IaAUo

Assay Office, 210 Main Street, Boise, Ada
County

Cataldo Mission, off U.S. 10, Cataldo,
Kootenai County.

City of Rocks, City of Rocks State Park,
Almo vicinity, Cassia County.

Experimental Breeder Reactor No. 1, Ia-
tional Reactor Testing Station, Arco vicinity,
Butte County.

Fort Hall, 11 miles west of town of Fort
Hall, Fort Hall Indian Reservation, BannockCounty.Lemht Pass, 12 miles east of Tendoy off

Idaho 28, Lemhi County.
Lolo Trail, Clearwater and Idaho Coun-

ties, Idaho, and Missoula County, Montana.
Extends 155-165 miles in a northeast-
southwest direction. The eastern terminus

'is the confluence of Lolo Creek with the
Bitterroot River near the village of Lolo,
Montana; the western terminus is Weippe
Prairie, In. Idaho. -

ILLINOIS

Cahokia Mounds, 7850 Collinsville Road,
Cahokia Mounds State Park, Collinsville vi-
cinity, St. Clair County.

Deere, John, Home and Shop, R.R. No. 3,
Grand Detour, Dixon Ogle County.

Fort de Chartres, terminus of Ill. 155 west
of Prairie du Rocher, Fort Chartres State
Park, Randolph County.

Grant, Ulysses S., Iromi, 511 Bouthillier
Street, Galena, Jo Davless County.

Hull House, 800 S. Halsted Street, Chicago,
Cook County.

Illinois and Mi1chigan Canal (Locks and
Towpath), 7 miles southwest of Joliet on
U.S. 6, Channahon State Park, Will County.

Kincaid Site, southeast of Brookport on
the Ohio River, Massac and, Pope Counties.

Lincoln Tomb, Oak Ridge Cemetery,
Springfield, Sangamon County.

Modoc Rockshelter, 2 miles north of
Modoc, Randolph County.

Morrow Plots, University of Illinois, Greg-
ory Drive at Matthews Avenue, Urbana,
Champaign County.

Nauvoo Historic District, Nauvoo, Hancock
County.

Old Kaskaskia Village, 4 miles west of
Ottawa on U.S. 6, La Salle County.

Old Main.- Knox College, Knox College
campus, Galesburg, Knox .'County.

Roble, Frederick C., House, 5757 S. Wood-
lawn Avenue, Chicago, Cook County.

Room 405, George Herbert Jones Labora-
tory, the University of Chca&go, S. Wl Ave-
nue between E. 57th and 58th Streets, Chli-
cago, Cock County.

Site of First Self-Sustaining Nuclear Re-
action, S. Ellis Avenue between E. 5th and
57th Streets, Chicago, Cools County.

Starved Rock, 6 miles from Ottawa on Ill.
71, Starved Rock State Park, La Salle County.

Taft, Lorado, Midway Studios, 6016 S. In-
gleside Avenue, Chicago, Cook County.

Wayside, the (Henry Demarest Lloyd
Home), 830 Sheridan Road, Winnetka, .Cook
county.

Willard, Frances, House, 1730 Chicavo
Avenue, Evanston, Cool, County.

INDIANA

Angel Mounds, 8 miles southeast of Evans
yile, Angel Mounds State Memoria4 Van-
derburgh County.

Coffin, Levi, House, 115 N. Main Street,
Fountain City, Wayne County.

Debs, Eugene V, Home, 451 N. 8th Street,
Terre Haute, Vigo County.

Grouseland (Wllam. Henry Harrison,
Home), 3 W. Scott Streat, Vincennes, Knox
County.

Harrison, Benjamin, Home, 1204 N. Dela-
ware Street, Indianapolis, Marion County.

New Harmony Historic District, Main
Street between. Granary and Church Streets,
New Harmony, Posey County.
. Riley, James Whitcomb, House, 528 Lock-
erbie Street, Indianapolis. Marion County.

Tippecanoe Battlefield, 7 miles northeast
of Lafayette on Ind. 225, Tippecanoe vicinity.

IOWA

Amana Villages, Middle Amana, northeast-
ern Iowa County.

Blood Run Site, south of Sioux Fals at the
junction of Blood Rim Creek and the Big
Sioux River, Lyon County.

Dodge, Grenville M, House, 605 S. 3rd
Street, Council Bluffs, Pottawattamie County.

Fa House, the (Knapp-Wilson House),
Iowa State University campus, Ames, Story
County.

Indian Village Site (Wittrock Area), 3
miles east of Sutherland, O'Brien County.

Phipps Site, S miles north of Cherokee,
Cherokee, County.

Sergeant Floyd Monument, Glenn Ave-
Aue and Lewis Road, Sioux City, Woodbury
County.

Toolesboro Mound Group, north of Tooles-
boro, Loulsla County.

K&NSLs
El Cuartelejo, 12 miles north of Scott City,

Scott County State Park, Scott County.
Fort Leavenworth, Leavenworth, Leaven-

worth County.
Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Douglas

County.
Hollenberg (Cottonwood) Pony Express

Station, 1.5 miles east of Hanover on a sec-
ondary road, Washington Couinty.

Santa Fe Trail Remains, 9 miles west of
Dodge City on U.S. 50, Ford County.

Shawnee Mission, 53rd Street at Mission
Road, Fairway, Johnson County.

Tobias-Thompson Complexr 4 miles south-
east of Geneseo, Rice County.

Wagon Bed Springs, 12 miles south of Ulys-
ses on U.S. 270, Grant County.

Whiteford (Price) Site, 3 miles east of
Salina, Salina County.

Ashland (Henry Clay Rome), 2 miles
southeast of Lexington on Richmond Road,
Fayette County.
Beard. Daniel Carter, Boyhood Home, 322 E.
3rd Street, Covington, Kenton County.

Jacobs Hall, Kentucky School for the Deaf,
S. 3rd Street, Danville, Boyle County.

McDowell, Dr. Ephraim, House, 125-127 S.
2nd Street, Danville, Boyle County.

Old Morrison, Transylvania College, W. 3rd
Street between Upper Street and Broadway,
Lexington, Fayette Couny.

Perryville Battlefield, west of Perryville on
U.. 160, Boyle County.

Springfield (Zachary Taylor House), 5608
Apache Road, Louisville, Jefferson County.

LOVSIANA

Cabildo, The, Jackson Square, Chartres and
St. Peter Streets, New Orleans, Orleans Par-
Ish.

Cable, George Washington, House, 1313 8th
Street, New Orleans, Orleans Parish.

Fort de Ia Boulaye, near Phoenix on the
Mississippi River, near La. 50, Plaquemlinea
Parish.

Fort Jackson, 2.5 miles southeast of Tri-
umph on La. 23, on the west bank of the
Mississippi River, Plaqueminea Parih,

Fort Jesup, 7 miles northeast of Mnny on
La. 6. Fort Jesup State Monument, Sabino
Parish.

Fort St. Philip, 2.5 miles southea~st of Tri-
umph on La. 23, on the east bn: of the
Mississippi River Plaquemines Parish.

Homeplace Plantation House, La. 10, 0X
miles south of Halnvllle, St. Charles ParI--h

Jackson Square (Place-d'Armes), botmded
by Decatur, St. Peter, St. Ann, and Chartres
Streets, New Orleans, Orleans Parish.

Lafltte's Blacksmith Shop, 941 Boujrbon
Street, New Orleans, Orleans Parish,

Madame John's Legacy, 632 Durnalwle
Street, Now Orleans, Orleans Parish.

Marksvile Prehistoric Indian Site, Marl-
Vile Prehistoric Indian Park, Marft~vllo vl-
cinity, Avovelles Parish.

Mayor Girod House, 500 Chartres Street,
New Orleans, Orleans Parish,

Parlange Plantation Rouse, junction of 1,a,
I and 78, MLc vicinity, Points Coupeo Parish.

Poverty Point, 12 miles north of Delhi on
Bayou Macon, West Carroll Parish.

Presbytere, the, 713 Chartres Street, Ie,
Orleans, Orleans Parish.

Ursulne Convent, 1114 Chartres Street,
New Orleans, Orleans Parish.

Vieux Carre Historic District, bounded by
the Mississippi River, iRampart Strcot, mnal
Street, and Esplanade Avenue, Novi Orleans,
Orleans Parish.

Zl=;E

Blaine, James G., House, Capitol and State
Streets, Augusta, Kennebec County.

Fort Halifax, on U.3. 201 at Wlns0lo, 1Ken-
nebec County.

Gilman, Daniel Colt, Summer Homo (Over
Edge), Northeast Harbor, Hancock County.

Harpswell Meetinghouse, Harpowoll Center
on Me. 123, 9 miles south of Brunswlcl, Cum-
berland County.

Homer, Vlnslowv, Studio, Winzlow Homer
Road, Prout' Nec:, Scarborough, Clumber-
land County.

Lady Pepperroll House, Ae. 103, Rittory
Point, York County.

McIntiro Garrison House, on Mo. 91 about a
mile- west of York, York County.

Old York Gaol, 4 Lindsay Road, Yorl:, York
County.

Stowe, Harriet Beecher, House, 63 Federal
Street, Brunswick, Cumberland County,

Wadsworth-Longfellow House, 487 Congres
Street, Portland, Cumberland County.

I M.YLAVV

Accoheek Creeke Site, opposite Mount Ver-
non on the Potomac River, west of Pi.cata-
way Park, Accokeelk vicinity, Prince Georgel
County.

Baltimore and Ohio Transportation lMu-
seum and Mount Clare Station, Pratt and
Poppleton Streets, Baltimore City.

Brico House, 42 East Street, AnnapolII,
Anne Arundel County.

Casselman's Bridge, National Road, east of
Grantsville on U.S. 40, Garrett County,

Chase-Lloyd House, 22 Maryland Avenue,
Annapolis, Anne Arundel County.

Colonial Annapolis Historic District, dis-
trict boundaries approximate the city boUn-
daries surveyed in 1695, Annapolis, Anne
Arundel County.

Ellicott City Station, just south of the Val
tapsco River BridCo, lllcott City, Iloviard
County.

Hrammbnd-Harwood House, Maryland Ave-
nue and King George Street, Annapolis, Anne
Arundel County.
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London Town Publik House, .northeast of
Woodland Beach at-the end of Londontown
Road, Anne Arundel County.

Maryland Statehouse State Circle,.Anap--
Iis, Anne .Arundel County.

Old. Lock xunmp u, Chesapeake and
Delaware Canal, US. 213. Chesapeake City,
Cecn County

Peale's Baltimore .Museum, 225 N. Holliday
'Btreet, Baltimore City.

Poe. Edgar .Allan House, 203 Amity Street,
Baltimore City.

Resurrectlon auor,-4 miles east of Holly-
wood. St Marys County.

St. farys City Historic District, bounded
by St. Marys River. St. Inlgoes Creek, Broome
Creek, and Chancellor's Creek, St. Marys
County.

Star Spangled Banner Flag House, 844 X
Pratt Street. Baltimore City.

Thomas Viaduct. Baltimore and Ohio Rail-
road. over the Patapsco River between Relay
-and .Ekridge, Baltimore and Howard Coun-
ties.

-Tulip Hill, 2.5 miles west of Galesville on
Owensville Road, Anne Arundel County.

United States Naval Academy Maryland
.Avenue and Hanover Street, Annaspoll Anne
Arundel County.

U.SS Constellation, 2er 1, 2ratt Street.
Baltimore City.

Whitehall, off St. Margarets Road,. Annap-
olis, Anne Arundel County..

Adams, John, Birthplace, 133 Franklin
Street. QuIncy. Norfolk County.

Adams, John Qulncy." Birthplace, 141
Franklin Street, Quincy. Norfolk County.

American Antiquarian Society, 185 Salls-
bury Street, Worcester. Worcester County.

Arnold Arboretum, 22 Divinity Avenue,
Boston. Suffolk County.

Arrowhead (Herman Melville House),
Holmes Road. Pittsileld, Berkshire Coxinty.

'Beacon Hill Historic District, bounded by
'Beacon Street on the mouth, the -Charles
River Embankment on the west. Plnckney
and Revere Streets on the -north, and "Han-
cock Street on the east, Boston, SuffoM
County.

Bouarmh -House, Howard Street, Saugus,

JEssex- County-,
Boston Athenaeum, 10% Beacon Street,

Boston, Suffolk County.
Boston Light, Little Brewster Island, Bos-

-ton Harbor,.Boston, Suffolk County.
Bowditch, Nathaniel, 'Home, North Street,

Salem, Essex County.
Brook Parm, 670 Baker Street, West Rox-

bury. Suffolk County.
Bryan%, William Culen, Homestead, 2

;Miles -frniCunmnngtonon side road, Hamp-
shire County.

Buckman Tavern, Hancock Street, on the
east side of Lexington Green, Lexington,
Middlesex County.

Capen (Parson) Rouse. Howlett Street,
Topsfleld, Essex County.

Cblist Church. Garden Street, -Cambridge,
Middlesex -County.

Cofin, .Jetbro, House, Sunset Hill, _Nan-
tucket Nantucket County.

Cole's Hill, Carver Street, Plymouth,
Plymouth County.

Derby Summerhouse, Glen Magna Estate,
Ingersoll Street, Danvers, Essex County.

Dickinson, Emily. Home, 280 MaIn Street,
Amherst, Hampshire County.

Elmwood (James Russell Lowell Home),
Elmwood Avenue,- Cambridge, Middlesex
County

Emerson, Ralph 'Waldo, Home, Lexington
Road and Cambridge Turnpike, Concord,
Middlesex ,County.

'ther Dome, Massachusetts General H s-
pital, Fruit Street, Boston, _Suffolk County.
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Fairbanks House, Eastern Avenue and Zest Wght's Tavern, Lexington Road, opposite
Street, Dedham. Norfolk County. -the Burying Ground. Concord, Middlesex

Ianeull Hall. Dock Square, Bston. Suf- County.
folk County.

Forbes, Capt. M. 33, House, 215 Adams MfZIGA
Street.1M1lton, Norfolk County. Fair Lane (Henry ord Estate), 4901 Ever-

Ffench, Daniel Chester. Home and Studio green Road, Dearborn, Wayne County.
(Chesterwood), 2 miles west of Stockbidge, Port Michilimackinac, near Mackinac
Berkahire County. Bridge, at the terminus of U.S, 3I, Mackinaw

Garrison, William Lloyd, House, 12 High- Cty, Cheboygan County.
land Street, Roxbury. Suffolk County. Madiac Island, northeast acro the

Goddard Rocket LaunchIng Site, (Paka- Straits of Mackinac from Mackinaw City,
choag Hill), 9th Fairway, Pakachoag Golf Mackinac County.
Course, Pakachoag Road, Aubur vicinltt. Norton Wound Group, 2 xiles south of
Worcester County. Grand Rapids on Indian Mound Drive, Ment

Gray, Asa, House, 88 Garden Street, Cam- County.
bridge. Middlesex County. St. Inace M ion, State and Marquette

Hancock Shaer V l1a US 20. Hancock streets, Marquette Park, St. Ignace,Mackinao
Turnpike, 5 miles south of Tittneld, Berk- County.
shire County. St. Mary's Falls Canal, St. Mary's River,

Harding, Chester. House., 1 Beacon Street, Sault Ste. Marie, Chppewa County.
Boston, Suffolk County. Windemere (Ernest Hemingway Cottage),

Headquarters mHouse, 55Beacon Street, Bo6- between the north shoare of Walloon lake and
ton, Suffolk County. Lake Grove Road, Emmet County.

Z sng'A Chapel. Tremont and School Streets, A
Boston, Suffolk County. Fort Snelling. bounded by .Mnnebaha

Lee. Jeremlah, House, Wahlngton Street, Part. Mlstippi.River. the airport, and
arblehead. Mmex County. Bloomington Road, St. Paul vicinity, Henne-
Lexington Green, OAChusetts and Han- pin and Dakota Counties.

cock'Streets, Lexington, Middlesex County. Hill, James J. House, 240 Summit Avenue,
Long -Wharf and Customhouse Block. foot St. Paul, Ramey County.

of State Street, Boston, Suffolk County. Rull-Rust-Mahoning open pit irn nine,
Massachusetts Hall, Harvard University, 3rd Avenue East HIbbing vicinlty, St. Louis

HarvardUniversity'Yard. Cambridge, Mlddle- County.
sex County. Hatho site, US. 189, Mille ILacs-Kathlo

Massachusetts Historical Society. 1154 State Park. Vineland. 11le TACS County.
Bbylston Street, Boston, Suffolk County. Melley, Oliver H. Homestead. 2 miles south-

Ma.sachusetts Statehouse, Beacon H east of Elk River on US. 10, Sherburne
Boston. Suffolk County. County.

Mission Hous% Main Street Stockbridge,  Mayo Clinic Bu ldings (1914 and 1928), 110
Berkshire County. and 115 2nd Avenue, Rchester, me

Nantucket Historic District, Nantucket 15- County.

land, Nantucket County. Mountain Iron Mine, north of the illage
New Bedford Historic DistrIct, bounded by of Mountain Iron, St. Louis County.

the waterfront, ELm Street, Acushnet Aye- Pillsbury, A L Main Street and 3rd
nue, and Commercial Street. New Bedford. Avenue, S. Minneapolis, Hennepin County.
Bristol County. ' Rolvaag, 0. , House, 311 Manltou Street,

Old Deerfleld Historic District, Deerfeld, Northileld. Rica County.
Franklin County. St. Croix Boom Site. 3 miles north of Still-

Old Manse Monument Street, Concord. water on SL. Croix River, Washington County.
Middlesex County. Soudan Iron Mine, Tower-Soudan State

Old Ship Meetinghouze, Main Street Hing- Parn, Tower vicinity. St. S CounS.

anm, Plymouth County.
Olm Fredrick Taw. Houe, '9 'Warren IfaSSImmX

Street, Brookline, Lxorfolk County. Fatherland Plantation Site, 3 miles south-
Orchard House, Lexington Road, Concord, east of Natcher, Adams County.
Middlsex Cont. oHolly Bluff Site, about 2 miles from Holly
Parkman, rancils House,. S chestnut Bluff on secondary road, Yazoo County.

Street, Boston, Suffolk county. Longwocd, 1.5 miles-southeast of Natchez,
Pelrce-Nichols House,. 80 ederal Street, Adams County.

Salem, cou C nty. Old Courthouse, Court; Square. Vicksburg,
Plerce-Hichborn Houe, 2-9 orth Square, Warren County.

Boston, Suffolk County. i a e
Quincy Market South Market Street.- os- Rowan a (O111am, Faulkner Coun),

ton, Suffolk County. Old Taylor IRod, Oxford, Lafayette County.
Royall, Isaac, House. 15 George Street, .M ,xssousr

ford, Middlesex County.
Shirley-Bustl;a House, 31-37 Shirley Street, SAt euser-Bush Bre ery 721 estalozzi

Roxbury, Suffolk County. Street St. L City.
Spencer-Pierce-Little House, at end of Lt Arrow Rock, Arrow Rock State Park, Arrow

tle's Lane, on the east aide of U.S. 1A, New- Rock, Saline County.
bury. Essex County. Blngham, Gcorge Caleb,. House, ArrowRoe

Tremont Street Subway, beneath Tremont, State Park, Arrow Rock, Saline County.
Boylston, and Washington Streets, Boston Bolduc. Louls, Houm-e, 123 South Main
Suffolk County. Street. Ste. Genevieve, Ste. Genevieve County.

Carrington Osage Village Site, north ofTufts, Peter. House 350 Riyverlde Avenue, 216.ad, on wes t edge of Green Valley ra rie,
Medford, Mi~ddlesex County. Venon County.

U.S.S. Constitution, Boston Naval Ship- Eads Bridge, spanning the Mississippi
yard, Charlestown, Suffolk County. River at 'Washington Street, St. Louis City.

Walden, Pond. 1.5 mile south of Concord. 'Fort Ozage, north edge of Sibley on the
Middleex County. LISzourl River, Jackson County.

WarcdJohn, House 132 Emsex Street, Salem, Goldenrod Showboat, 400 NT. Vraf Street,
Essex County. St. LouIS City.

Whipple, John, House 53 S. Iin Stree% Graham Cav e, 0.5 mile north of iineola,
Ipswich, Essex County. Montgomery County.

Whittier, John Greenleaf, Home. 8 Friend Patme, John, House. 12th and Penn Streets,
Street, Amesbury. E sex County. St.Joseph, Buchanan County.
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Research Cave, Portland vicinity, Calla-
way County.

Sainte Genevieve Historic District, Ste.
Genevieve, Ste. Genevieve County.

Sanborn Field and Soil Erosion Plots,
University of Missouri campus, Columbia,
Boone County.

Twain, Mark, Boyhood Home, 206-208 Hill
Street, Hannibal, Marion County.

Utz Site, 12 miles north of Marshall, ad-
joining Van Meter State Park, Saline County.

Watkins Mill, 6 miles northwest of Excel-
sior, Clay County.

Westminster College Gymnasium, West-
minster College campus, Fulton, Callaway
County.

MONTANA

Bannack Historic District, 22 miles from
Dillon on secondary road off Mont. 278,
Beaverhead County.

Butte Historic District, Butte, Sliver Bow
County.

Camp Disappointment, 12 miles northeast
of Browning on the Blackfeet Reservation,
Glacier County.

Fort Benton, Fort Benton, Chouteau
County.

Great Falls Portage, southeast of Great
Falls at junction of U.S. 87, 89, and 91,
Cascade County.

Hagen Site, 5 miles southeast of Glendive
on secondary road, Dawson County.

Lernhi Pass, 12 milee east of Tendoy off
Idaho 28, Beaverhead County.

Lolo Trail, parallel to U.S. 12 on ridges of
Bitterroot Mountains, from Lolo Pass to
Weippe, Lolo Hot Springs vicinity, Missoula
County.

Pictograph Cave, 7 miles southeast of Bil-
lings via U.S. 87 and secondary road, Indian
Cave Park, Yellowstone County.

Pompey's Pillar, west of Pompey's Pillar
on U.S. 10, YelloWstone County.

Russell, Charles M., House and Studio,
1217-1219 4th Avenue, North, Great Falls,

'Cascade County.
Three Forks of the Missouri, northwest of

Three Forks on the Missouri River, Missouri
Headquarters State Monument, Gallatin
County.

Traveler's Rest, 1 mile south of Lolo near
U.S. 93, Missoula County.

Virginia City Historic District, Wallace
Street, Virginia City, Madison County.

NEBRASKA

Ash Hollow Cave, 2 miles south of Lewellen,
Garden County.

Bryan, William Jennings, House (Fair-
view), 4000 Sumner Street, Lincoln, Lan-
caster County.

Coufal Site, 6 miles northwest of Cotes-
field on Davis Creek, Howard County.

Fort Atkinson, 1 mile east of Fort Calhoun,
Washington County.

Fort Robinson and Red Cloud Agency, 2
miles west of Crawford on U.S. 20, Dawes
and Sioux Counties.

Gilmore, Walker, Site (Sterns Creek Site),
5 miles southeast of Murray, Cass County..

Leary Site, 4 miles southeast of Rule on
Nebr. 7, Richardson County.

Norris, Senator George William, House,
706 Norris Avenue, McCook, Red Willow
County.

Palmer Site, 4 miles north and 1 mile west
of Palmer on Loup River, Howard County.

Pike Pawnee Village Site (Hill Site), 4
miles southwest of -Guide Rock, Webster
County.

Robldoux Pass, 9 miles west of Gering,
Scotts Bluff County.

Signal Butte, 13 miles west of Gering,
Scotts Bluff County.

NEvADA

Fort Churchill, U.S. 95A, 8 miles south of
U.S. 50, Weeks vicinity,.Lyon County.

NOTICES

Fort Ruby, near Hobson, on a secondary
road, west side of Ruby Lake, White Pine
County.

Leonard Rockshelter, 12 miles south of
Lovelock off Nev. 59; Pershing County.

Newlands, Senator Francis G., Home, 7 Elm
Court, Reno, Washos County.

Virginia City Historic District, Virginia
City, Storey County.

NEw sAMPSmxZ

Bartlett, Josiah, House, Main Street, Kings-
ton, Rockingham County.

Frost, Robert, Homestead, 2 miles south-
east of Derry on N.H 28, Rockingham
County.

Jackson, Richard, House, northwest Street,
Portsmouth, Rockngham County.

MacDowell Colony, west of U.S. 202, Peter-
borough, Hllsboro County.

MacPheadris-Warner House, Chapel and
,Daniel Streets, Portsmouth, Rockingham
County.

Pierce, Franklin, Homestead, 3 miles west
'of Hillsboro on N.H. 31, Hillsboro County.

Wentworth-Coolidge Mansion, at the foot-
of Little Harbor Road, off U.S. 1A, 2 miles
south of Portsmouth, Rockingham County.

Wentworth-Gardner House, 140 Mechanic
Street, Portsmouth, Rocklngham County.

NEW JERSEY
Cleveland, Grover, Home (Westland), 15

Hodge Road, Princeton, Mercer County.
Hangar No. 1, Lakehurst Naval Air Sta-

tion, north of Lakehurst on County Route
547, Ocean County.

Henry, Joseph, House, Princeton Univer-
sity campus, Princeton, Mercer County.

Monmouth Battlefield, northwest of Fre6-
hold on N.J. 522, Monmouth, County.

Nassau Hall, Princeton University campus,
Princeton, Mercer County.

Princeton Battlefield, Princeton Battlefield
State Park, Princeton, Mercer County.

Rlingwood Manor, 3 miles east of Hewitt,
Ringwood Manor State Park, Passaic County.

Sandy Hook Light, Sandy Hook, Monmouth
County.

Trent, William, House, 539 S. Warren
Street, Trenton, Mercer County.

Washington Crossing State Park, between
Yardley and New Hope, on the Delaware
River, Yardley vicinity, Mercer County.

Whitman. Wait, House, 330 Mickle Street.
Camden, Camden County.

Nzw MEXxCO

Abc, 3 miles west of Abo on US. 60 and
secondary road, Torrance County.

Acoma, 13 miles south of Casa Blanca on
N.M. 23, Valencia County.

Barrio De Analco Historic District, bounded
by Do Vargas and College Streets, St. Ml-
chaels' Dormitory, San Miguel Chapel, State
Parks Building, and Santa Fe River, Santa
Fe, Santa Fe County.

Big Bead Mesa, west of Casa Salazar on
secondary roads, Cibola National Forest,
Sandoval County.

Blumenschein, Ernest L., House, Ledoux
Street, Taos, Taos County.

Carlsbad Reclamation Project, north of
Carlsbad, Eddy County.

Carson, Kit, House, Kit Carson Avenue,
Taos, Taos County.

Folsom Site, a miles west of Folsom on the
banks of Dead Horse Gulch, Union County.

Hawlkuh, 12 miles southwest of ZunL,
Zuni Indian Reservation, Valencia County.

Las Trampas Historic District, Las Tram-
pas, Taos County.

Lincoln Historic District, U.S. 380, Lincoln,
Lincoln County.

Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, Central
Avenue, Los Alamos, Los Alamos County.

Manuelito Complex, 6 miles south of Man-
uellto on secondary roads, McKinley County.

Mesilla Plaza, 2 miles south of Las Cruces
on N.M. 28, Dona Ana County.

Palace of the Governors, The Plaza, Santa
Fe, Santa Fe County.

Puye Ruins, 14 miles west of Espanola on
N.M. 5 and 30, Santa Clara Indian Reserva-
tion, Rio Arriba County.

Quarai, 1 mile south of Punta do Agua on
secondary road, Torrance County.

Rabbit Ears (Clayton Complex), north
and west of Clayton, Union County.

Sandia Cave, 11 miles east of Bernalillo on
N.M. 44, Clbola National Forest, Sandoval
County.

San Gabriel Do Yungue-Ouingo, 4 miles
north of Espanola via U.S. 64 and secondary
roads, Rio Arriba County.

San Lazaro, 25 miles south of Santa Fo via
N.M. 10 and secondary road, Santa Fo
County.

Santa Fe Plaza, Santa Fo, Santa Fo County.
Seton Village, 6 miles south of Santa Fo

off U.S. 84-85 and secondary road, Santa Fe
County.

Taos Pueblo, 3 miles north of Taos, Taod
County.

Trinity Site, 25 miles south of U.S. 380 on
White Sands Missile Range, Blngham vicin-
ity. Socorro County.

Wagon Mound, east of Wagon Mound on
U.S. 85, Mora County.

Watrous (La Junta), U.S 85, Watroua,
Mora County.

NEW Yon

Adirondack Forest Preserve, northeastern
New York State, Clinton, Essex, Franklin,
Fulton, Hfimilton, Herkimer, St. Lawrence,
Warren Counties.

Anthony, Susan B., House, 17 Madison
Street, Rochester, Monroe County.

Arden (E. H. Harriman Estate), N.Y. 17,
Harriman, Orange County.

Arthur, Chester A., House, 123 Lexington
Avenue, New York, New York County.

Bennington Battlefield, N.Y. 67, on Ver-
mont lino, Walloomsao vicinity, Rensselaer
County.

Boughton Hill, 1.25 miles south of Victor,
Ontario County.

Bronck House, 2 miles west of Coxsackie
on the west side of U.S. 9W, Green County.

Brooklyn Bridge, connecting the boroughs
of Manhattan and Brooklyn across the East
River, Brooklyn, Kings County,

Brooklyn Heights Historic District, Bor-
ough of Brooklyn, bounded by Atlantic Ave-
nue, Court and Fulton Streets, and the East
River, Kings County.

Burroughs, John, Cabin (SlabsIdes), just
west of West Park, Ulster County.

Burroughs, John, Homo (Woodohuok
Lodge), 2 miles from Roxbury, Delaware
County.

Burroughs, John, Riverby Study, between
N.Y. 9W and the Hudson River, West Park,
Ulster County.

Carnegie, Andrew, Mansion, 2 E. 01st Street,
New York, New York County.

Carnegie Hall, 7th Avenue, 66th to 57th
Streets, New York, New York County.

Central Park, bounded by Central Park
South, 5th Avenue, Central Park West, and
110th Street, New York, New York County.

Church, Frederic E., House (Olana), Church
Hill, east end of Rip Van Winkle Bridge, Co-
lumbia County.

Cole, Thomas, House, 218 Spring Street,
Catskill, Greene County.

Conference House, Hylan Boulevard, Tot-
tenvile, Staten Island, Richmond County.

Cooper Union, Cooper Square, 7th Street
and 4th Avenue, New York, Now York
County.

De Wint House, Livingston Avenue and
Oak Tree Road, Tappan, Rockland County,

Dutch Reformed (Sleepy Hollow) Church,
north edge of Tarrytown on U.S. 9, West-
chester County.
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. DYckm House. '4581 Broadway, lev
York, New York County.
-. Eastmnan, Georg House, -00 Avenue
Rochester, Monroe County. .

.rie reCa miles -est of Amsterdam or
_.Y 5S, Montgomery County. -

Fort Crailo, south of Columbia Street or
Riverside Street Rensselaer, Rensselaei
County.

Fort crown -oInt, Crown Point Reserva.
tion, -west of the south end of the Iakq
Champlain Bridge and N.Y. 8 Crown 'Poini
-vicinity, Essex County.

Fort St. Frederic, Junction o N Y. 8 an-
19N, Crown Point, Essex County.

-Yort Tlconderoga, 2.5 miles south of TI-
conderoga on X.Y. 22A Essex County.

Gould, Jay, Estate (Lyndhurst), 635 S
Broadway. Tarrytown, Westchester County.

Hasbrouck, Jean, Mouse. HugUenot Street
opposite Junction with North Street, New
PaMT Ulster County.

Historic Track, Main Street, Goshen,
'Orange county.

Holland Land Off.ce, 'W. Main Street, Ba-
tavia, .Genesee -county. -

Hough, Franklin B., House, -Collins Street,
Zowville, Lewis County. - -

Huguenot Street Historic District, :Hugue-
not Street, New-Paltz, Ulster County.

Hurley Historic District, Hurley Street,
H eley Mountain Road, and Schoonmoker
Lane, Hurley, Ulster County.

Johnson Hall, Hall Street, Johnstown,
- Fulton County.

Lamoka, 2 Miles west of Tyrone at north-
ern edge of Lamoka Lake, Schuyler County.

Locust Grove (Ssmuel F. B. Morse House),
370 South Street, Poughkeepsie, Dutchess
County.

Miller, Tewls, Cottage, Chautauqua Insti-
tution, N.Y. 17. Chautauqua, Chautauqua
County.

Moran, Thomas. House, ain Street, ast
Hampton, Long Island, Suffolk County.
- Morgan, lerpont, Library, 33 E. 36th
Street, New York, New York County.
- Morrill Hall, -Cornell Unlversity campus,

_Itca. Tompkins County.
Old Blenheim Bridge, 2N.Y. 30 over Scho-

hane Creek, Worth Blenheim, Schoharle
County.

,Old House, The, -MY. 25, Cutchogue, Suf-
1olk County.

Old Merchant's House, 29 H. 4th Street,
New York, New York County.

Old Quaker Meetinghouse, south side of
Northern Boulevard, mushing, Queens
County.

Oneida -Community AnsIon House, Sher-
rill Road, .Oneida, Madison County.

Oriskany Battlefield, 5 miles east of Rome
on N.Y. 69. Oneida County.

Palisades Int-state Park.. on the West
bank of the Hudson River, Orange and
Rockland Counties.

_Philipsburg Manor, 381 Bellwood Avenue,
Upper Mills, Westchester County. .

Philipse Manor Hal, 'Warburton Avenue
rand Dock Street, -Yonkers, Westchester
County.

Plattsburgh Bay, Cumberland Bay, east of
Plattsburgh, Clinton County..

Players. The, 16 Gramercy Park, New York
County.

Plymouth Church of the Plngrims, 75 Hicks
Street, Brooklyn, Rings County.

Pupin Physics Laboratories, Columbia
University, Broadway and 120th Street, ew
York, New York County.

St. Paul's Chapel, Broadway, between Pul-
ton- and Vesey Streets, New York, New 'York
County.

Seward, William H., House, 33 South Street,
-Auburn,- Cayuga County.

Sousa, Johh Philip, House, 14 Hicks Lane,
Sands Point, Port Washington, Nassau
County.

NOTICES

tSpringside -(Matthew Vassar House), Acad-
emy and Livingston Streets, Poughkeepale,
,)utchesa county.

Stanton. hlzabeth Cady, House, 2 Wash-
Lngton Street; Seneca 7als, Seneca County.

,Stony Point 3attlefneld. morth of Stony
C PolntonU. 9W and 202, Rockland County.

Sunnyido (Washington Irving House), Sun-
nyslde Lane, Tarrytown vlclnity, Wetchest.er

- County.
-United States Military Acadcmy. N.Y. 218,

West Point, Orange County.
Valcour Bay, 7 miles South of Plattzburgh

I on the west shore of Lake Champlain, Clin-
Ion County.

- Vah Cortlandt House, Van Cortlandt Park
at 242nd Street, The Bronx. Bronx County.

* Van Cortlandt Manor, US. 9, north of In-
tersection with U.S. DA, Croton-on-Hulson.
WestchesterCounty.

Voorlezer's House, The, Arthur Rill Road.
opposite Center Street Staten Island. Rich-

, mond County.
Washington's Headquarters, Liberty and

Washington Streets, lewburgh, Orange
County.

Watervlet Arsenal. S. Broadway, ,ater-
vllet, Albany County.

Watson. E1anh Houze, 3 mles east of
U.S. 9, Port Rent, Eex County.

Wood. Jethro, House, I.Y. 34 , Poplar
Ridge, Cayuga County.

Woolworth Building, 233 Broadway, Now
York, New York County.

Wyckoff House. 5902 Canarale Lane, Brook-
lyn, Rings County:

NIouns Canoumma-

Biltmore Estate, Bltmore Plea, Atheville,
Buncombe County.

Chowan county Courthouse, F. Ring
Street, Edenton, Chouan County.

Cuplon Zouse. 408 S. Broad Street, Eden-
ton, Chowan County.

Duke Homestead and Tobacco Factory, 0.5
mile north of Durham on Gums Road and.
east on N.C. 1025, Durham County.

Fort Fisher. 18 =Iles South of Wilmington
on U.S. 421, New Hanover County.

Old East, University of North Carolina
,czampus, Chapel Hi Orango County.

Old Salem- HLftorlc DLtrict, Salem College
campus and area near Salem Square, Win-
ston-Salem. Forsyth County.

Palmer-Marsh House, Main Street, routh of
N.C. 92, Bath, Beaufort County.

Reed Gold Mine, 11 miles southeast of Con-
cord on U.S. 601 and N.C. 200, Cabarrus
County.

Salem Tavern. C00 S. Main Street, Wlton-
Salem, Forsyth County.

Single Brotherm' Hou= S. Main and Acad-
emy Streets, Winston-Salem, Forsyth County.

Town Creek Indian Mound, 4.5 miles couth-
east of Mount Gilc ad on N.C. 73, Montcomery
County.

Noans D=orsA

Menoken Indian Village Site, 1.25 mles
north of Menoten. Verendryo State Park.
Burleigh County.

OMiO

Beginning Point of the U.S. Public Laud
Survey, on the Ohio-Pennsylvania boundary,.
East Liverpool, Columblana County.

Cooko, Jay, Rome, PutIn-Bay, Lake Erie.
Gibraltar TaInsl, Ottawa County.

Dunbar, Paul La rence, House, 219 2.
Summit Street, Dayton, Montgomery County.

Edison, Thomas Alva, Birthplace, Milan,
Eie County.

Fallen TimberS Battlefield, 2 miles wevt o
M1aunee on US. 24, Lucas County.

Fort Ancient, 7 miles Southeast of Leba-
non on Ohio 350, Fort Ancient State Me- I
M2oriQ, Warren County.

Fort Melgp. 1.3 miles Southwest of Perrys-
burg, Wood County.
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Garield, Jamee A., Home (L-wnfleld),
1059 Mentor Avenue, Mentor, Lake County.

Harding. Warren G., Home, 380 Mount
Vernon Avenue, Marion, Marion County.

Hopeton Eu-thwes, maer Wound City
Group National Monument on US. 23. Hope-
ton vicinity. Res County.
McGuffey, Willam H., Boyhood Home Site.

McGurey Road near Ohio 616, Co-tsville
Township. Mahoning County.

McGuffey, William H., House., 401 F_ Spring
Street Oxford, Butler County. - ,

Manaweh Cutler Hafl,-Oho Zniversity,
Ohio Univerity -csmpus, Athens, Athens
County.

MJami and Erie Canal (Deep Cut), 2 miles
south of Spencervllle on Ohio 66, Allen
County.

ewark Earthworks, Mound Builders State
Memorial, Newark. Licking CountY.

Oberlin College, Tappan ZqasM Oberlin,
Lorain County.

Ohio and Ere Canal, Ohio 831, Valley View
Village, Cuyahoga County.

Pendleton. George Hunt, House, 50 B.
Liberty Street, Cincinnati. Hamilton County.

'S Bridge. National Road, 4 mies east of
Old Washington on US. 40, Guern-sey
County.

Serpent Mound. 5 miles northwest of 1,0-
cust Grove on Ohio 73, Adasr County.

sherann, John, Birthplace. 137 H. Main
Street, Lancaster, Fairfield County.

Splegel Grove (Hayee. Rutherford .
Home), Hayes and Buckland Avenues, Pre-
mont, Sandu'y County.

Camp N Ichols, 3 miles northeast or Whee-
le.. on Ranch Road, Cimarron. County.

Cherokee National Capitol, Teahequah,
Cher ok e County.

Creek National Capitol. Olnul-gee Okmul-
geo County.

Deer Creek Site, 6 miles northest of New-
kirk, May County.

Fort Glbson, Fort Gibson, Lioskogee
County.

Fort Sill, north of Lawton, Comanche
county.

Fort Washita, southwest of Nda on Okma.
29., Bryan, County.Me emore Site, 4 miles southeast of Colony
on 01In. 69. Washita County.

Eequoysh's Cabin, Okla. 101, Sequoyah's
Cabin State Pad, Akina vicinity, Sequoyah
County.

Stamper Site, 2.5 miles south of Optima on
tho south bank of the North Canadian River,
Texas County.

Wwhita Battlefield, northwest o Cheyenne
on U.S. 283, Roerfills County.

Wheeloclz Academy, east of Millertoan off
US. 70, 21cCurtaln County.

Onmcozr
Elmore, Samuel, Cannery, on the water-

front at the foot of Flaval Street, Astoria,
C~atOp County.

Fort Astoria, 15th and Exchange Streets,
Astoria, Clatoop County.

Fort Rock Cave, Fort Roc vlclnity. Lake
county.

Lower Xlamath National Wudle Refuge,
lower Elam th Lake, Slamath County.

P,- ; s"LV.A=

Academy of Music, Brood and Locust
Streets, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

American Plosophical Society Hall, In-
dependence square, Philadelphia,, Philadel-
phia County.

Andalusia (Nicholas Biddle Estate). 1.4
miles north of Philadelphia on State Road,
mucks County.

Augustus Lutheran Church, 7th Avenue
.ast and Main Street, Trappe, Montgomery
County.
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Bartram, John, House, 54th Street and
Eastwick Avenue, Philadelphia, Philadelphia
County.

Brandywine Battlefield, Brandywine Bat-
tlefield Park, Chadds Ford, Delaware'ounty.

Bushy Run Battlefield, 2 miles east of
Harrison City on Pa. 993, Westmoreland
County.

Carlisle Indian School, east. edge of Car-
lisle on U.S. 11, Cumberland County.

Carpenters' Hall, 320 Chestnut Street,
Philadelphia, Philadelphia County..

Chew House (Cliveden), GermantownAve-
nue, between Johnson and Cliveden Streets,
Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

Christ Church, 2nd Street. between Mar-
kot and Filbert Streets, Philadelphia, Phila-
delphia County.

Colonial Germantown Historic District,
Germantown Avenue, between Windrim Ave-
nue end Upsal Street, Philadelphia, Philadel-
phia County.

Cornwall Iron Furnace, Cornwall, Lebanon
County.

Delaware and Hudson Canal, Wayne Coun-
ty.

Drape Oil Well, 3 miles southeast of Titus-
vile on Pa. 36, Drake Well Memorial Park,
Venango County.

Eakins, Thomas, House, 1729 Mount Ver-
non Place, Philadelphia, Philadelphia Coun-
ty.

East Broad Top Railroad, U.S. 522, Rock-
hill Furnace, Huntingdon County.

Eastern State Penitentiary, 21st Street and
Fairmount Avenue, Philadelphia, Philadel-
phia County.

Ephrata Cloister, Ephrata, Lancaster
County.

Forks of the Ohio, Point Park, Pittsburgh,
Allegheny County.

Founder's Hall, Girard College, Corinthian
and Girard Avenues, Philadelphia, Philadel-
phia County.

Fulton Opera House, 12-14 N. Prince Street,
Lancaster, Lancaster County.

Fulton, Robert, Birthplace, 8 miles south of
Quarryville on U.S. 222, Lancaster County.

Gallatin, Albert, House (Friendship Hill),
3 miles north of Point Marion on Pa. 166,
Fayette County.

Graeme Park, Keith Valley Road, Horsham
vicinity, Montgomery County.

Horseshoe Curve, 5 miles west of Altoona
on Pa. 193, Blair County.

Institute of the Pennsylvania Hospital, 111
N. 49th Street, Philadelphia, Philadelphia
County.

Logan, James, Home (Stenton), 18th and
Courtland Streets, Philadelphia, Philadelphia
County.

Mount Pleasant, Fairmount Park, Phila-
delphia, Philadelphia County.

New Market, South 2nd Street, between
Pine and Lombard Streets, Philadelphia,
Philadelphia County.

Old Economy, Pa. 65, Ambridge, Beaver
County.

Old West, Dickinson College, Dickinson
College campus, Carlisle, Cumberland
County.

Peale, Charles Willson, House (Belfleld),
2100 Carkson Avenue, Philadelphia, Phila-
delphia County.

Pennsylvania Hospital, The, 8th and Spruce
Streets, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

Poe, Edgar Allan, House, 530 N. 7th Street,
Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

Powderly, Terence V., House, 614 N. Main
Street, Scranton, Lackawanna County.

Priestley, Joseph, House, Priestley Avenue,
Northumberland, Northumberland County.

Prntzhof, The, Taylor Avenue and 2nd
Street, Essington, Delaware County.

Reynolds-Morris House, 225 South '8th
Street, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

Searrights Tollhouse, Nationdl Road, west
of Uniontown near U.S. 40, Fayette County.

NOTICES

1704 House, DIlworthtown vicinity, Dela-
ware County.

Stiegel-Coleman House, Pa. 501 and U.S.
322,.Brickerville, Lancaster County.

Sully, ThomaS, Residence, 530 Spruce
Street, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

U.S.S. Olympia, Pier 40, at the toot of
Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Philadelphia
County.

Valley Forge, Valley Forge State Park, Nor-
ristown vicinity, Chester and Montgomery
Counties-

Walnut Street Theatre, 9th and Walnut
Streets, Philadelphia, Philadelphia County.

Weiser, Conrad, House, 2 miles east of
Womelsdorf on UZ. 422, Berks County.

West, Benjamin, Birthplace, Swarthmore
College campus, Swarthmore,- Delaware
County.

Wheatland '(Buchanan, James, House),
1120 Marietta Avenue, Lancaster, Lancaster
County.

Woodford, East Fairmount Park, Philadel-
phia, Philadelphia County.

Woodlands, The, 40th Street and Wood-
land Avenue, Philadelphia, Philadelphia
County.

RHODE ISLAND

Arnold, Eleazer, House, Great Road,
Lincoln, Providence County.

Brick Market, Thames Street and Wash-
ington Square, Newport, Newport County.

Brown, John, House, 52 Power Street, Prov-
idence, Providence County.

First Baptist Meetinghouse, N. Main
Street, between Thomas and .Waterman
Streets, Providence, Providence County.

Hunter House, 54 Washington Street, New-
port, Newport County.

Newport Historic District, bounded by Van
Zandt. Farewell, Sherman, High, Thomas,
Golden Hills, Thames, Marsh, and Washing-
ton Streets, Newport, Newport County.

Old Slater Mill, Roosevelt Avenue, Paw-
tucket, Providence County.

Old Statehouse, Washington Square, New-
port, Newport County.

Original United States Naval War College,
Coaster's Harbor Island, Newport, Newport
County.

Redwood Library, 50 Bellevue Avenue,
Newport, Newport County.

Stuart, Gilbert, Birthplace, Gilbert Stuart
Road, Saunderstown, Washington County.

Trinity Church, 141 Spring Street, New-
port, Newport County.

University Hall, Brown University campus,
Providence, Providence County.

Vernon House, 46 Clarke Street, Newport,
Newport County.

Wanton-Lyman-Hazard House, 17 Broad-
way, Newport, Newport County.

SOUTH CAROLINA

Aiken, William. House and Associated Rail-
road Structures, 456 King Street, Charleston,
Charleston County.

Brewton, Miles, House, 27 King Street,
Charleston, Charleston County.

Brewton, Robert, House, 71 Church Street,
Charleston, Charleston County.

Brick House Ruin, south of Edisto Island,
Charleston County.

Camden Battlefield, 5 miles north of Cam-
den on U.S. 521 and 601, Kershaw County.

Charleston Historic District, includes the
Old and Historic District, Charleston,
Charleston County.

Coker Experimental Farms, west of Harts-
ville on S.C. 151, Darlington County.

Drayton Hall, 12 miles west of Charleston
on S.C. 61, Charleston County.

Fort Hill (John C. Calhoun House), Clem-
son University campus, Clemson, Pickens
County,

Gibbes, William, House, 64 South Battery,
Charleston, Charleston County.

Hampton Plantation, 8 miles north of
MoClellanville, Charleston County.

Heyward-Washington, House, 87 Chureh
Street, Charleston, Charleston County.

Middleburg Plantation, about 2 miles
southwest of Huger, on East Branch of the
Cooper River, Berkeley County.

Mills, Clark, Studio, 61 Broad Street,
Charleston, Charleston County.

Mulberry Plantation, off U.S. 52 on the
Cooper River, Monoks Corner, Berkoldy
County.

St. James', Goose Creek, south of Goose
Creek, Berkeley County.

St. Michael's Episcopal Church, 80 Meet-
ing Street, Charleston, Charleston County,

SOUTr DACO*A
Arzberger Site, 7.5 miles east of Piorro On

the Missouri River, Hughes County,
Bloom Site, east of Bloom on the James

River, Hanson County
Crow Creek Site, 16 miles north of Cham-

berlain on the east side of Missouri River
near S.D. 47, Buffalo County.

Deadwood Historic District, Deadwood,
Lawrence County.

Fort Thompson Mounds, near Fort Thomp-
son on S.D. 50, Crow Creek Indian Reoerva-
tion, Buffalo County.

Langdeau Site, north of Lower Brule on
S.D. 47W, Lyman, County.

Mitchell Site, municipal golf course, Mit-
chell, Davison County.

Molstad Village, 18 miles south of Mo-
bridge, overlooking the Oaho Reservation,
Dewey County.

TENNESSEE

Beale Street Historic District, Beale Street,
from Main to 4th Streets, Memphis, Shelby
County.

Blount Mansion, 200 West Hill Avenue,
Knoxville, Knox County.

Fort Loudoun, U.S. 411, Vonoro vicinity,
Monroe County.

Franklin Battlefield, south of Franklin on
U.S. 31, Williamson County.

George Peabody College for Teachers, 21ot
Avenue South and Edgohill Avenue, Nash-
ville, Davidson County.

Hermitage, The, 12 miles east of Nashville
on U.S. 70N, Davidson County.

Long Island of the Holston, south fork or
Holston River, Kingsport vicinity, Sulivan
County.

Pinson Mounds, 3 miles east of Pinson on
secondary road, Madison County.

Polk, James K., House, West 7th and South
High Streets, Columbia, Maury County.

Sycamore Shoals, 2 miles west of Elizabeth-
ton on the Watauga River, Carter County.

X-10 Reactor, Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory, Oak Ridge, Anderson County.

TEXAS

Alamo, Alamo Plaza, San Antonio, Bexar
County.

Espada Aqueduct, Espada Road, just oast
of U.S. 281S, San Antonio, Bexar County.

Fort Belknap, 1 mile south of junotion of
Tex. 24 and 251, Newcastle vicinity, Young
County.

Fort Brown, Brownsvlle Cameron County.
Fort Concho, south edge of San Angelo,

Tom Green County.
Fort Richardson, south of Jacksboro oil

U.S. 281, Jack County.
J A Ranch, Palo Duro Canyon, Palo Duro

vicinity, Armstrong County.
King Ranch, Kenedy, Kleborg, Nueces and

Willacy Counties.
Lucas Gusher, Spindletop Oil Field, 3 mnlen

south of Beaumont on Spindletop Avenue,
Jefferson County.

Palo Alto Battlefield, 6.3 miles north of
Brownsville, Farm Road 511, Cameron
County.
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Porter Farm, 2 miles north of Terrell on
-Farm Road 986, Kaufman County.

Presidio Nuestra Senora de Loreto de la
Bahia, 1 mile south of Gollad State Park on
U.S. 183, Gollad County.

Resaca de la Palma Battlefield, north edge
of Brownsville on Paradestne Road, Came-
ron County.

San Jacinto Battlefield, 22 miles east of
Houston on Tex. 134, Harris County.

Spanish Governor's Palace, 105 Military
Plaza, San Antonio, Bexar CouAV.

UrAE

Alkali Ridge, 25 miles southeast of Mon-
ticello on secondary road. 10 miles east of Re-
capture Creek on Utah 47, San Juan County.

Bingham Canyon Open Pit Copper Mine, 16
miles southwest of Salt Lake City on Utah
48, Salt Lake County.
- Danger Cave, 1 mile east of Wendover on

U.S. 40, Tooele County.
Emigration Canyon, east edge of SaltLa;e

City on Utah 65, Salt Lake County.
Temple Square, Salt Lake City, Salt Lake

County.
Young, Brigham, House (Lion House), 63

South Temple Street, Salt Lake City, Salt
Lake County.

VERMONT

Coolidge, Calvin, Homestead, off Vt. 100A,
Plymouth Notch, Windsor County.

Frost, Robert, Farm (Homer Noble Farm).
I mile north of Vt. 124, 3 miles east of Rip-
ton, Addison County.
.Frost, Robert, Farm (The Gully), 0.25

mile east of US. 7 on Buck Hill Road, South
Shaftsbury, Bennington County.-

- Marsh, George Perkins, Boyhood Home, 54
Elm Street, Woodstock, Windsor County.

Morrill, Justin, Homestead, south of the
Common, Strafford, Orange County.

Robbins and Lawrence Armory and Ma-
chine Shop, South Main Street, Windsor,
Windsor County.

Ticonderoga, The, Shelburne Museum,
Shelburne, Chittenden County.
- Willard, Emma, House, Middlebury College
Campus, Middebury, Addision County.

Alexandria Historic District, includes the
heart of the colonial seaport area of Old'
Town Alexandria, Alexandria City.

Bacon's -Castle, Bacon's Castle, Surry
County.

Brandon, west bank of James River at the
end of Route 611, Brandon vicinity, Prince

- George County.
Bruton Parish Church, Duke of Gloucester

Street, Williamsburg City.
Cape Henry Lighthouse, Atlantic Avenue

at U.. 60, Virginia Beach City.
Carter's Grove, 0.2 mile southeast of Inter-

section of Routes 60 and 667, Williamsburg
vicinity, James City County.

Cedar Creek Battlefield and Belle Grove,
on Int. 81 between Middletown and Stras-
burg, Frederick and Warren Counties.

Christ Church, 3 miles south of Kilmar-
nock on Va.-3, Lancaster County.

Confederate Capitol (Virginia State Capi-
tol), Capitol Square, Richmond City.

Five Forks Battlefield, 12 miles west of
Petersburg on County Route 627 at Church
Road, Dinwiddie County.

Fort Monroe, Old Point Comfort, Hampton
City.

Gadsby's Tavern, 128 N. Royal Street,
Alexandria City.

Greenway Court, 1 mile south of White
Post on Va. 277, Clarke County.

GunstOnHa1l, 15 miles south of Alexandria
on Va. 242, Fairfax County. ,

Jackson's, Stonewall, Headquarters, 415 N2.
Braddock Street, Winchester City.

Kenmore, 1201 Washington Avenue,
Fredericksburg City.

Lee Chapel, Washington anil Lee Univer-
sity, Washington and Lee University campus.
Lexington City.

maribourne (Edmund Ruflin Plantation),
11 miles northeast of Richmond on U.S. 360,
Hanover County.

Marshall, John, House, 0th and Marshall
Streets, Richmond City.

mcCormlcil Cyrus, Farm and Workshop,
18 miles south of Staunton on U.S. 11 and
County Route 606 at Walnut Grove, Rock-
bridge County.

Melchers, Garl. Home (Belmont), Pal-
mouth, Stafford County.

Monroe, James, Law Office, 908 Charles
Street, Fredericksburg City.

Montpelier (James Madison House), 4
miles west of Orange on Va. 20, Orange
County.

Mount Airy, 1 mile west of Warsaw on U.S.
360, Richmond County.

Mount Vernon, 7 miles south of Alexandria
on George Washington Memorial Parkway,
Fairfax County.

Oak Hill (James Monroe House). 8 miles
south of Leesburg on US. 15, Loudoun
County.

Randolph, Poyton,-House, Intersection of
Nicholson and north England Streets, Wil-
liamsburg City.

Rising Sun Tavern, 1306 Caroline Stree"t
Fredericksburg City.

Rotunda, University of Virginia, University
of Virginia campus, Charlottesville City.

St. John's Episcopal Church. East Broad
Street between 24th and 25th Streets, Rich-
mond City.

St. Lu 's Church, Benn'e Church, Ise of
Wight County.

Scothtown (Patrick Henry House), 10
miles northwest of Ashland on Va. 85, Han-
over County.

Semple, James, House, south aide of Fran-
-cis Street between Blair and Walker Streets,
Williamsburg City.

Sberwood Forest (John Tyler House), 4
miles east of Charles City Court House on
Va. 5, Charles City County.

Stratford Hall. 3 miles north of Lerty on
Va. 214, Westmoreland County.

Thoroughgood, Adam. House, 4 miles east
of Norfolk on Lynnbaven River, Virginia
Beach City.

Tuckahoe, on the James River southeast of
Manakun via secondary roads, Goochland
County.

Westover, 7 miles west of Charles City on
Va. 5, Charles City County.
- White House of the Confederacy, Clay and
12th Streets, Richmond City.

Williamsburg Historic District, bounded by
Francis, Waller, Nicholson, NeW England, La-
fayette, and Nassau Streets, Willamwsburg
city.

Wilson, Woodrow, Birthplace, North Coalter
Street, between Beverly and Frederick
Streets, Staunton City.

Wren Building, College of William and
Mary campus, Williamsburg City.

Wythe House, west side of the Palace Green,
Williamsburg City.

WASI=xoTo.

Chinook Point, 5 miles southeast of Fort
Columbia Historical State Park on US, 101,
Chinook vicinity. Pacific County.

Marines Rockshelter, I mile north of Lyons
Ferry on west side of Palouse River, Frank-
11 County.

Port Gamble Historic District, Port Gamble,
Kltap County.

WEsr VmGNIA

Grave Creek Mound, Tomlinson and 9th
Streets, Moundsville, Marshall County.

Traveller's Rest, 3.3 miles northeast of
Leetown on W. Va. 48, Kearneysvilie, Jeffer-
son County.
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wade, Alexander, House, 256 Prairie Street,
Morgantown, Monongalls County.

Astor Fur Warehouse Water Street, St.
Ferlole Island, Prairie du- Chien, Crawford
County.

A-talan, near Lake Mills on Wis. 839, Azta-
Ian State Park, Jefferson County.

BrLtbols, House, Water Street, St. Ferlole
Island. Prairie du Chien. Crawford County.

DoUgman Hotel, Water Street, St. Feriole
Island, Prairie du Chien, Crawford County.

La Follette, Robert L. Home, 733 Lake-
wood Boulevard. Maple Bluff, Dane County.

North Hall, University of Wisconsin cam-
pus, Madison, Dane County.

Oconto Site. Copper Culture State Park.
Oconto, Oconto County.

Second Fort Crawford, bank of the Ills-
.. ss ppi River, Prairie du Chien, Crawford
County.

Vlla LouIs, St. Feriole Island, Prairie du
Chien, Crawford County.

Wrossio

Eapedition Island, Green River, Sweetwater
County.

Fort Phil Kearny and Associated Sites, on
secondary road west of US. 87, Story vicinity.
Johnson County.

Homer Site, 4 miles northeast of Cody on
U.S. 20, Park County.

Independence Rock, 60 miles southwest of
Casper on Wyo. 220, Natrona County.

Medicine Wheel, north of U.S. 14A, 15 miles
north of Hane, Big Horn County.

Oregon Trail Ruts, south side of North
Platte River, 0.5 mile south of Guernsey,
Platte County.

Sheridan Inn, Broadway and 5th Street,
Sheridan, Sheridan County.

South Pass, 10 miles southwest of South
Pass City on Wyo. 28, Fremont County.

Sun, Tom. Ranch, 6 miles west of Inde-
pendence Rock on Wyo. 220, Carbon and
Natrona Countles.

Swan Land and Cattle Company Headquar-
ters,-east aide of Chugwater, Platte County.

Upper Green River Rendezvous Site, on
Green River above and below Daniel, Sub-
lette County.

Wapiti Ranger Station, Shoshone National
Forest, Wapiti vicinity, Park County.

Dated: April 28, 1977.

Jmy yL. RooEs,
Chief, Oce of Archeology

and Historic Preservation.

IFR DOC.-12871 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMIS-
SION--UNITED STATES AND
CANADA

POLLUTION PROBLEMS OF LAKE HURON
AND LAKE SUPERIOR

Public Hearings

The International Joint Commission,
a permanent Canada and Unlted States
body established under the Boundary
Water Treaty bf 1909, wIl hold hearings
on the main report of the Upper Lakes
Reference Group entitled: "The Waters
of ake Huron and Lake Superior" dated
October, 1976. - "

The Commlson's inquiry, requested
by the Governments by a Reference ap-
pended to the 1972 Agreement between
the United States of America and Cana-
da on Great lakes Water Quality, has
entered Its final phase with the receipt
of the Report of the International Ref-
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erence Group. The purpose of these
hearings Is to obtain the views and com-
ments of the public on the Reference
Group's report as an essential sep in
the preparation of its own report to the
two Governments., The Commission's
hearings are international in nature and
citizens of both countries are invited
to attend and participate at any of the
hearings.

Opportunity will be given to anyone,
either on his own behalf or in a repre-
sentative capacity, to offer pertinent in-
formation which may assist the Commis-
sion in its inquiry. The Commission may
limit the time a~lotted to each witness.
If a written statement takes more, than
ten (10) minutes to present, it is sug-
gested the witness present a summary
statement, submitting his full statement
for t~ie record. While not mandatory,
written statements are desirable to sup-
plement oral testimony and to ensure
accuracy of copies should be provided
if possible for distribution to the news
media and for Commission purposes.

Copies of Volume I of the report are
available on request from the Commis-
sion's Great Lakes Regional Office. 100
Ouelette Avenue, Windsor, Ontario,
N9A 6T3, Attention: Ms. Pat Bonner.

Volumes II and 3I of the report pro-
vide detailed technical information on
Lake Huron and Lake Superior respec-
tively. These volumes are also available
at the above address, however they are
in limited supply.

Copies of Volume I are also available
for inspection at major libraries in Lakes
Superior and Huron basins.

Ti mEs AND PLAcEs o HEARnNGs
Monday, June 20, 1977, 7:30 p.m, Holiday

Inn, US. Highway No. 2.
Tuesday, June 21, 1977, 10:00 axm. Superior

Wisconsin.
Wednesday, June 22, 1977, 10:00 am., City

Hall Auditorium, 500 Donald Street, Thunder
Bay, Ontario.

Thursday, June 23, 1977, 2:00 P.m., Bal-
room. Memorial Union, Michigan Technologi-
cal University, Houghton, Michigan.

Tuesday, July 12, 1977, 9:30 am., Algoma
Boardroom, Civic Centre, Sault Ste. Marie,
Ontario.

Wednesday, July 13, 1977, 2:00 pm., Holi-
day Inn, Highway 26, Collingwood, Ontario.

Thursday, July 14, 1977, 3:00 pm., Holiday
Inn, 3325 Davenport, Saginaw, Michigan.

W. A. BULLARD,
Secretary, United States Sec-

tion, International Joint Com-
mission, 1717 H Street, Room
203, Washington, D.C. 20440,
Stop 86.

D. G. CHANCE,
Secretary, Canadian Section,

International Joint Commis-
sion, 151 Slater Street, 8th
Floor, Ottawa, Ontario, KiP
5H3.

APRIL 28, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-12851 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am],

NOTICES

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

IMPORTERS OF CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES
Registration

By Notice dated February 28, 1977, and
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
March 7, 1977; (42 FR 12934), Sigma
Chemical Co., 3500 DeKalb Street, St,
Louis, Missouri 63118, made application
to the Drug Enforcement Administration
to be registered as -an importer of the
basic class of controlled substances listed
below:
Drug: Schedule

Ibogaine ---------------------- I
Bufotenine -------------------- I
Dimethyltryptamine ------------- I

No comments or objections have been
received. Additionally, there are cur-
rently no registered domestic bulk manu-
fact-arers or applicants therefor, of thd
substances listed. The substances, if im-
ported will be supplied exclusively for
authorized research or as chemical anal-
ysis standards. Therefore, in accordance
with 21 U.S.C. 952(a) (2) (B) and 21 CER
1311.42, and pursuant to section 1008(a)
of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Pre-
vention and Control Act of 1970, the
above firm is granted registration as an
importer of the basic'class of controlled
substances listed above.

Dated: April 29, 1977.
DONALD E. MILER,

Acting Deputy Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

[FR Doc.77-12898 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Drug Enforcement Administration
[Docket No. 76-231

JOHN S. NOELL, M.D.
Revocation of Registration

On May 12, 1976, the Administrator
of the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion (DEA) directed to John S. Noell,
M.D., of Metairie, Liuisiana, an Order
.to Show Cause proposing to revoke Dr.
Noell's DEA Certificate of Registration
(AN3396389) for reason that on January
21, 1976, in the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Louisi-
ana, Dr. Noell was convicted of sixteen
counts of violating Title 21, United
States Code, section 841 (a) (1), and
Title 18, United States Code, section 2,
felonies relating to the distribution of
controlled substances.

On June 7, 1976, Dr. Noell (herein-
after, "Respondent") requested a hear-
ing on the issues raised by the Order
to Show Cause. Following.the completion
of pre-hearing proceedings, the hearing
was held on October 19 and 20, 1976, in
New Orleans, Louisiana, the Honorable
Francis L. Young, Administrative Law

Judge, presiding. On March 8, 1977, pur-
suant to 21 CFR 1316.65, Judge Young
certified to the Administrator the record
of these proceedings, including his Opin-
ion and Recommended Ruling, Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Zaw and a rec-
ommended decision.

Now pursuant to 21 CFR 1316.66, the
Administrator publishes his Final Order
in this matter, based upon the findings
of fact and conclusions of law as set
forth below.

The Administrative Law Judge found
that on various dates between March 3,
1975 and June 5, 1975, the Respondent
prescribed controlled substances In
Schedules II, I, and IV for two DEA
agents. On July 10, 1975, a Federal Grand
Jury issued an indictment charging the
Respondent with sixteen counts of
"knowingly and intentionally (and) un-
lawfully dispens(ing) and distrIbut(Ing),
and caus(ing) to be dispensed and dis-
tributed to an ultimate user, * * * quan-
tities of controlled substances, * * * not
in the courte of professional practico
(and) not for a legitimate medical pur-
pose; • * * All In violation of Title 21.
United States Code, section 841(a) (1)
and Title 18, United 'States Code, Sec-
tion 2." Judge Young further found that
on January 21, 1976, the Honorable
Lanising L. Mitchell, United States Dis-
trict Judge, upon Respondent's plea of
Nolo Contendere, found Respondent
guilty as to all counts and entered judg-
ment of conviction as charged In the
indictment.

Additionally, the Administrative Law
Judge found that the Respondent had
commenced the practice of medicine in
the New Orleans area In 1959; that in
June, 1962, he surrendered his narcotic
drug license for failure to comply with
Federal narcotic laws and that at the
time of such surrender, he agreed not
to re-register under the Federal narcotic
laws for a period of five years; that In
August, 1968, the Louisiana State Board
of Medical Examiners suspended Re-
spondent's license to practice medicine
and surgery for a period of one year;
and that In February 1971, the Federal
Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous
Drugs conducted an accountability In-
vestigation of controlled substances ac-
quired by the Respondent, said investi-
gation disclosing severe shortages which
the Respondent was ,unable to explain.

Citing an earlier case under this stat-
ute, Sokoloff v. Saxbe, 501 F.2d 571 (2nd
Cir. 1974), Judge Young concluded that
since 21 U.S.C. 824(a) (2) permits revo-
cation of a registration upon a finding
that the registrant "has been convicted,"
that the plea entered in the criminal
proceeding is Irrelevant and that the
judgment, or outcome of the criminal
proceeding, is determinative. Hence, the
Administrative Law Judge concluded
that there is a lawful basis for revoking
the Respondent's registration and, con-
sidering the Respondent's "history of
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mishandling *** controlled substances,
and prescriptions for them, from time
to time over a period of approximately
13 years," Judge Young recommended
that the Respondents registration be
revoked.

Having reviewed the record of these
proceedings in its entirety, the Admin-
"Istrator adopts the Administrative Law
Judge's findings of fact, concurs in his
conclusion that the subject registration
may lawfully be revoked, and agrees that
under all of the facts and circumstances
of this case, the Respondent's registra-
tion should be revoked.

Having found that the Respondent las
been convicted of felony offenses relating
to controlled substances; having con-
cluded that there is a lawful basis under
21 U.S.C. 824(a) (2) for revoking the Re-
spondent's registration; and having
found that under all of the facts and
circumstances of this case, that said
registration should be revoked, it is the
Administrator's decision that the full
revocation of the Respondent's controlled
substances registration -is required to
preclude further mishandling of con-
trolled substances by this practitioner.

Therefore, under the authority vested
in the Attorney General and redelegated
to the Administrator of the Drug En-
forcement Admifiistration, the Admin-
istrator hereby orders that the Certifi-
cate of Registration of John S. Noell,
MID. (DEA Registration AN3396389) be,
and it hereby is, revoked. Pursuant to
the provisions of 21 CFR 1316.66, the
revocation of DEA Registration
AN3396389 shall be effective June 6,
.1977.

Dated: -April 29, 1977.
PETER B. BENSINGER,

Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

[FR Doc.'77-12921 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

"U.S. PHARMACOPEIAL CONVENTION, INC.

Importation of Controlled Substances;
Application

Pursuant to section 1008 of the Con-
trolled Substance Import and Export Act
(21 U.S.C. 958(h) ), the Attorney General
shall, prior to issuing a registration
under this section to a bulk manufac-
turer of a controlled substance in sched-
ule I or II, and prior to issuing a regula-
tion under section 1002(a) authorizing
the importation of such a substance, pro-
vide manufacturers holding registrations
for the bulk manufacture of the sub-
stance an opportunity for a hearing.

Therefore in accordance with § 1311.42
of Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR)- notice is hereby given that on
April 7, 1977, U.S. Pharmacopeial Con-
vention, Inc., 12601 Twinbrook Parkway,
Rockville, Md. 20852, made application
to the Drug Enforcement Administration
to be registered as an importer of the
basic class of controlled substances listed
below, which, if imported, will be sup-
plied exclusively for authorized research
or as chemical analysis standards:

NOTICES

Drugs: schedule
Tetrahydrocarmablaols --------- I
4 - methyl-2,5-dInethoxyafpbet-

amino ............... .-- --- I
3,4-methylenedloxy amphetamine I
PsIlocyn ...................... I
PsIlocybin --------------- --- - I

As to the basic class of controlled sub-
stances listed above for which applica-
tion for registration has been made, any
other applicant therefor, and'any exist-
Ing bulk manufacturer registered there-
for, may file written comments on or ob-
jections to the Issuance of such registra-
tion and may, at the same time, file a
written request for a hearing on such ap-
plication in accordance with 21 CFR
"1301.54 In such form as prescribed by 21
CFR 1316.47. Such comments, objections
and requests for a hearing may be filed
no later than June 6,1977.

Cominents and objections may be ad-
dressed to the DEA Federal Register
Representative Office ofChief Counsel,
Drug Enforcement Administration,
Room 1203, 1405 Eye Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20537.

This procedure is to be conducted si-
multaneously with and independent of
the procedures described in 21 CFR 1311.
42 (b), (c), (d), (e), and (f). As noted
In a previous notice at 40 FR 43745-46
(September 23, 1975), all applicants for
registration to import a basic class of any
controlled substance in schedule I or II
are and will continue to be required to
demonstrate to the Administrator of the
Drug Enforcement Administration that
the requirements for such registration
pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 958(a), 21 U.S.C.
823(a), and 21 CFR 1311.42(a), (b), (c),
(d), (e) and f) are satisfied.

Dated: April 29, 1977.
DONALD E. MuLEn,

Acting Deputy Administrator,
Drug Enforcement Administration.

IfMa Doc.77-12920 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Antitrust Division

UNITED STATES v. FOREMOST-
, McKESSON, INC.

Proposed Consent Judgment and
Competitive Impact Statement Thereon
Notice is hereby given pursuant to

the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties
Act, 15 U.S.C. 16 (b) through (h), that
a proposed consent judgment and a com-
petitive Impact statement as set out be-
low have been flied with the United
States District Court for the District of
Nevada in Civil Action No. LV-76-183,
"United States v. Foremost-McKesson."
The complaint in this case alleges that
the proposed acquisition of DeLuca Im-
porting Co., Inc. and Its subsidiary, Ne-
vada Beverage Co. (both called '"eLuca"
hereinafter) by Foremost-McKesson,
Inc. ("Foremost") would tend substan-
tially to lessen competition In liquor.and
wine wholesaling In the greater Las
Vegas, Nevada market. The proposed
judgment bans Foremost from merging
with or acquiring any stock of, or assets
from, DeLuca and enjoins Foremost
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from acquiring any other liquor or wine
wholesaler n Nevada for ten years with-
out Government or court approval. Pub-
lle comment is Invited on or before
June 27, 1977. Such comments and re-
sponses thereto will be published in the
FEDERAL Rcra and filed with the
Court. Written comments should be di-
rected to Dwight B. Moore, Chief, Los
Angeles Field Office, Antitrust Division,
Room 1444, 312 North Spring Street, Los
Angeles, Callfornia 90012.

Dated: April 27,1977.
DONAL . BAXEr,

Assistant Attorney Ge-neral,
Antitrust Division.

UThrrm STATzS Dv T=cr CoUnT, Dzscr OF
NEVADA

United States of America, Plaintiff v. Fore-
most -McKe3son, Inc.; DeLuca'lporting Co.,
Inc., Nevada Bererage Co., and DeLuca Realty
Corp., In., Defendants.

Civil No. CIV-LV-76-183 BRtT.
STnWuLATON

Filed: April 27, 1977.
It is stipulated by and between the under-

signed parties, by their respective attorneys,
that:

L A final judgment in the form hereto
attached may be filed and entered by the
Court, upon the motion of any party or upon
the Court's own motion, at any time after
compliance with the requirements of the
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act (15
U.S.C. 16), and without further notice to
any party 6r other proceedings: Provided,
That plaintif has not withdrawn Its consent.
which It may do at any time before the entry
of the proposed final judgment by serving no-
tice thereof on defendants and by filing that
notice with the Gout

2. In the event plaintiff- withdraws Its con-
rent or ir the propased Final Judgment is not
entered pursuant to this stipulation, thLs
stipulation shall be of no effect whatever and
the making Of this stipulation shall be with-
out prejudice to plaintiff and defendants in
this and any other proceeding.
Dated: April 27, 1977.

For Plaintlff,
Donald L Baker, Assistant Attorney
General, Willtam E. Swopes, Dwight B.
Moore, Raymond P. Hernacki, Joseph
.T. Tabacco, Ronald IL Griffith; Attor-
neys, Department of Justice.

For Deendants. Melvin R. Goldman, Es-
quire, Counsel for Foremot-Mc:kesson,
Inc., William Movse, Counsel for De-
Luca Importing Co., Inc., Nevada Bev-
erage Co., and DeLuca Realty Corp.
Inc.

UNiTD STATES Disrarcr CoUrT, Dzssrcr o7

United States of America, Plaintiff v. Fore-
most-MAfaeison, Inc.; DeLuca Importing Co.,
Inc.; Nevada Beverage Co.; and DeLuca
Realty Corp., Inc., Defendants.

Civil No. CIV-LV-76-183 BRT.
Aram 27, 1977.

5TNAL J=GWaENT

Plaintiff, United States of America, having
filed Its complaint hereon on September 27.
1976, and defendant Foremoet-Mceeaon, Inc.
having filed Ita answer thereto and Plaintiff
and defendants by their respective attorneys
having consented to the entry of this Final
Judgment:

Now therefore, before the taking of any
testimony and without trial or adjudication
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of any Issue of fact or law herein and with-
out this Final Judgment Constituting any
evidence or admission by any party hereto
with respect to any such Issue and upon con-
sent of- the said parties hereto, it is hereby
ordered, adjudged, and decreed as follows:

I
This Court has jurisdiction of the subject

matter hereof and the parties hereto. The
complaint states on its face a claim upon
which relief may be granted against the
defendants under Section 7 of the Clayton
Act (15 U.S.C. 18).

II

As used In this Final Judgment:
(A) "Foremost" shall mean Foremost-

McKesson, Inc.;
(B) "DeLuca" shall mean DeLuca Import-

Iug Co. Inc. Nevada Beverage Co., and De-
Luca Realty Corp. Inc.;

(C) "Person" shall mean an Individual,
partnership, firm, corporation, or any other
business or legal entity;,

(D) "Wholesaler" shall mean a person who
engages in the purchase of any alcoholic
beverage for resale in its original packaging
to retailers;

(E) "Supplier" shall mean a manufacturer,
distiller, rectifier, wine maker, packager, or
distributor who engages in the sale of any
alcoholic beverage to wholesalers;,

(F) "Liquor" shall mean any alcoholic
beverage having greater than 22 percent
alcoholic content by volume;

(G) "Wine" shall mean any alcoholic
beverage, containing up to 22 percent alcohol
by volume, obtained by the fermentation of
the naturl content of- fruits and other
agricultural products containing sugar;

(H) "Assets" shall mean any tangible or
intangible thing of value, personalty or
realty owned or controlled by any whole-
saler and shall include, without limitation,
the willingness of a supplier to sell a par-
ticular brand of alcoholic beverage for resale,
whether expressed orally or in writing.

III
The provisions of this Final Judgment

applicable to defendants shall apply to each
of their directors, officers, employees, agents,
affillates, successors and assigns, and to all
persons in active concert or participation
with any of them who receive actual notice
of this Final, Judgment by personal service
or otherwise.

VI
(A) Foremost is permanently enjoined and

restrained from merging with, or consolidat-
ing with, or acquiring any of the shares df
stock of, or any assets from, DeLuca.

(B) Foremost Is enjoined and restrained
for a period of ten (10) years from the date
of the entry of this Final Judgment from
merging with, or consolidating with, or
acquiring any of the shares of stock of, or
any assets from, a wholesaler of liquor or
wine ifL the State of Nevada without the coh-
sent of plaintiff or, If such consent is not
given after 45 days' notice to plaintiff, with-
out the approval of the Court.

(C) Nothing in this Final Judgment shall
preclude Foremost from purchasing equip-
ment, products or supplies from any person
In the normal course of that person's busi-
ness.

V
(A) For the purpose of determining or

securing compliance with this Final Judg-
ment, and for no other purpose, any duly
authorized representative of the Department
of Justice shall, upon written request of the

NOTICES

Attorney General or the Assistant Attorney
General in charge of the Antitrust Division,
and on reasonable notice to any defendaht
made to its -principal office, be permitted,
subject to any legally recognized privilege:

(1) Access, during the office hours of such
defendant, to inspect and copy all books,
ledgers, accounts, correspondence, memo-
rands and other records and documents in
the possession or under the control of such
defendant relating to any matters contained
in this Final Judgment and -

(2) Subject to the reasonable convenience
of such defendant, and without restraint or
interference from it, to interview officers, di-
rectors, agents, partners or employees of
such defendant, who may have counsel
present, regarding any such matters.

(B)- Defendant, upon the written request
of the Attorney General or of the Assistant
Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust
Division, shall submit such reports in writ-
Ing with respect to any of the' matters
contained in this Final Judgment as may
from time to time be requested.

No information obtained by the means
provided in this Section V shall.be divulged
by any representative of the Department of
Justice to any person other than a duly au-
thorized representative of the Executive
Branch of the United States except in the
course of legal proceedings to which the
United States is a party, or for the purpose
of securing compliance with this Final Judg-
ment, or as otherwise required by law.

If at any time information or documents
are furnished by a defendant to plaintiff,
such defendant represents and identifies in
writing the material in any such informa-
tion or documents which is of a'type de-
scribed in Rule 26(c) (7) of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, and said defendant
marks each pertinent page of such material,
"Subject to claim of protection under the
Federal Rules of Civil Prccedure," then 10
days notice shall be given' by the plaintiff
to such defendant prior to divulging such
material in any legal proceeding (other than
a Grand Jury proceeding) to which the de-
fendant Is not a party.

The Court having" entered an order on
November 12, 1976, enjoining and restraining
the defendants from engaging in certain ac-
tivities, and the Court and the plaintiff
having intended the Order to continue only
until the entry of a Final Judgment in this
action, including a Final Judgment upon
consent of the parties, the Order Is hereby
dissolved.

vX

Jurisdiction Is retained by this Court for
the purpose of enabling any of the parties
to this Final Judgment to apply to this'
Court at any time for such further orders
and directions as may be necessary or appro-
priate for the construction or carrying out
of this Final Judgment, for the modification
of any of the provisions hereof, for the en-
forcement of compliance herewith, and for
the punishment of violations hereof.

viZ

Entry of this Final Judgment is in the
public interest.

Dated:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE.

UNrTED STATES D1svsCT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

United States of America, Plaintiff v. Fore-
most-Mcresson, lIw.; DeLuca Importing Co.,
Inc, Nevada Beverage Co.; and DeLuca
Realty Corp, Inc., Defendants.

Civil No. CIV-LV 75-183 BET.

PsOPOSED CONSENT DECRES

AprnL 27, 1977.

ComuzTrrs IMPACr STATEMENT

Pursuant to section 2 (b) of the Antitrust
Procedures 'and Penalties Act. 15 U.S.C. 10
(b)-(h), the United States of America here-
by files this Competitive Impact Statement
relating to the proposed Final Judgment
submitted for entry in this civil antitrust
proceeding.

I
THE NATURE AND PURPOSE Or Tnr PsocLErNo

On September 27, 1976, the Department of
Justice filed a civil antitrust suit under sec-
tion 15 of the Clayton Act in order to prevent
and restrain the proposed acquisition, al-
leged to be in violation of section 7 of the
Clayton Act, of assets of DeLuca Importing
Co, Inc. and its subsidiary, Nevada, Beverage
Co, by Foremost-McKesson. Inc. ('"Fol-
most"). All three firms are major whole-
salers of liquor and wine and are located In

Las Vegas, Nevada. DeLuca Realty Corp,, Ina.,
also a subsidiary of DeLuca Importing Co.,
Inc., leases real estate to the parent com-
pany. (Hereafter DeLuca Importing Co., Inc.,
Nevada Beverage Co. and DeLuca Realty
Corp Inc. will be referred to as "DeLuca.")

Foremost, & Maryland corporation with
general offices in San Francisco, California,
Is a diversified operating company engaged
in land development and in the manufactur-.
Ing and wholesale distribution of drugs and
health care products, foods, chemicals and
liquor and wines. Foremost'a liquor and wine
operations are handled through its division
known as McKesson Wine & Spirits Co.
("Mckesson"). McKesson Is the leading
liquor and wine wholesaler in the United
States and a major liquor and wine whole-
saler in Las Vegas.

The complaint alleged that the acquisition
would (1) lessen actual and potential com-
petition generally in liquor and wino whole-
saling in the greater Las Vegas, Nevada
market, (2) eliminate actual and potential
competition between Foremost and DeLuca,
and (3) increase concentration significantly
In liquor and wine wholesaling in the Las
Vegas market. The relief sought was an ad-
judication that the proposed acquisition
violated section 7 of the Clayton Act; that
the defendants be permanently enjoined
from carrying out the proposed acquisition:
that a preliminary injunction be Issued pre-
venting the defendants from carrying out
the proposed acquisition pending a trial on
the merits.

II

EVENTS oIVING RIE TO TUIE ALLoGED VIOLATION
or THE ANSITaUST LAWS

All liquor and wine sold wlthin the 'reator
Las Vegas market is imported from outside
the state of Nevada by wholesalers located In
Las Vegas. Las Vegas wholesalers generally
hold exclusive franchises from their Sup-
pliers for the liquors and wines which they
sell. These franchises constitute the major
asset of a wholesaler's business. Franchises
for some of the better-Known brands of
liquor or wine are Important to the succea
of a wholesaler; however, because, In part, of
a state law prohibiting termination of a
franchise agreement without good cause, It
s very, difficult to obtain a brand which IS
already franchised to another wholesaler. it
a few Instances, a manufacturer will award
a split franchise and give two or more whole-
saIers the right to sell the same product.

Total annual sales of liquor in the greater
Las Vegas market exceed $35 million, of
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which Deluca accounts for about 52.5 per
cent, and Foremost 11.3 Percent. The to]
three liquor wholesalers account for approxi
mately 73 percent of total ae In the mar
ket.

Total annual sales of -wine in the greate
Las Vegas market exceed $10 million, o
which DeLuca accounts for about 25.7 per
cent, and Foremost 3.2 percent.The top thr
wine wholesalers account for approxima tl.
69.5 percent of total sales In the market.

On or about September 17; 1976. Foremosl
and DeLuca entered into agreements whereb,
Foremost would acquire on or about Octo.
baer 1, 1976,-substantlally all the liquor anc
wie wholesaling business of DeLuca in La.
Vegas. The agreement provided that Fore.
most would acquire the liquor -nd win(
Inventories of IleLuca- valued at-approxi-
mately $K million, a lease of DeLuces ofces

rnd warehouse -with an option to purchase
for about $1.5 mllion, and that Foremosi
would enter into three-year employment con-
tracts with the two principal owners of De-
Luca for a total salary of $325,000 each.Thesc
agreements between Foremost and DeLuca
were continjent upon Foremost's satisfying
Itself that it would receive at least 90 percent
of the liquor and wine wholesaling franchises
held-by DeLuca.

311

ESTLANATION OF -H -ROPOSED CONeSENT

ZUDGLEENT
The District Court, after a hearing and

submission of memoranda by all counsel,
:ound that -he Government had demon-
strated a reasonable probability that It would
prevail on the merits in its claim that the
proposed acquisition would tend to lessen
competition substantially. The Court there-
fore issued a preliminary injunction which
barred the defendants from entering into any
lease or use agreement-relating to DeLuca
warehouse space, barred Foremost from ac-
quiring, directly or Indirectly, any assets of
DeLuca or entering Into any agreement with
zespec, to such an acquisition in the future,
and barred Foremost from negotiating or
entering Into any franchise agreement with
any supplier of any liquor, wine, or beer
product presently sold or represented by De-
Luca; however, the Court subsequently mod-
ified the latter provision on March 11, 1976
to permit Foremost to acquire a limited
amount of such agreements.

Upon final entry, the proposed Consent
Judgment filed by the Government would
supersede the provisions of the preliminary
injunction set forth above. Under the terms
of the proposed Judgment, Foremost would
be- permanently prohibited from merging
-with or acquiring any stock of, or assets from,
DeLuca. Additionally, Foremost would be pro-
1iblted for a period of 10 years from acquir-
ing, directly or Indirectly, the whole or any
part of the stock of, or assets from, any
other liquor or wine wholesaler In Nevada
without prior Government consent. I4 the
Government does not consent within 45 days.
Foremost may then seek approval of the
Court for the proposed acquisition. Said
prohibition would not bar Foremost's pur-
chases of equipment, products or supplies in
the normal course-of the seller's business.

Finally, the Proposed Judgment provides
(1) that It applIes to the defendants and
their successors, (2) that representatives of
the Department of Justice shall have access
to defendant's offices and personnel alnd may
require written reports from the defendants
to determine or secure compliance with the
Judgment, nd (3)' that the Court retain
jurisdiction to modify or enforce the Judg-
ment as required&

IV
P zn-scrS OF rise F'ROJSo JUaOI.sT

ON CoPEnION

It Is anticipated that the major provislons
r of the proposed Judgment will eliminate the
f adverse effects" on competition alleged in the
- complaint. First, Foremost is permanently
D enjoined from acquiring DeLuca. Each
F wholesaler, therefore, will remain as a rep-

arate business entity and each wM continue
t to compete against the other. This provision,
F therefore. Insures that the actual competi-
- tion between Foremost and DeLuca will re-

main a factor in the liquor and wine whole-
sale businesm in Las Vegas. It likewise Insures
that the degree of concentration of the top
3 fArms In this market will not Increase from
the present 73 percent of liquor sales and
69.5 percent of wine sales to the projected
levels of 96 percent and 82 percent respec-
tively.

Further, It is anticipated that probibiting
. Foremost from acquiring any other liquor

and wine wholesaler In Nevada without the
approval of the Government or the Court
'will encourage competition generally in the
wholesaling busines. This provision pro-
motes the continued independent existence
of current wholesalers as opposed to their
consolidation 'with Foremost.

-V

aRir mr=s AvArtL To PrraiL TrPvATe
P'LAfle s

Any potential private plaintiffs who might
have been damaged by the alleged vIqlatlon
will retain the camo right to sue for mone-
tary damages and any other legal and equi-
table remedies which they would have had,
were the proposed consent decree not en-
tered. However, this Judgment may not be
used as prima facie eildenco in private liti-
gation pursuant to section 5(a) of the Clay-
ton Act as amendec 15 U.B.C. 10(a).

VI
DrSCIPIION OF rIM PROCEDURES rVArAnLr roe

MoDIPIcATION OP Tn ROPOSED FINAL
JUDGm 'T

The proposed Final Judgment Is uubject
to a stipulation by and between the United
States and the defendants, which provides
that the United States may withdraw its
consent to the proposed Final Judgment
Until the Court has found that entry of the
proposed Judgment is in the public Interest
3By its terms, the proposed Judgment pro-
vides for retention of jurisdiction of this
action In order, among other things, to per-
mit the parties thereto to apply to the Court
for such orders as may be nae ary or ap-
propriate for its modification.

As provided by the Antitrust Procedures
and Penalties Act, any person beleving that
the proposed Judgment should be modified
may for a 60-day period submit written com-
ments to Dwight B. Moore, Chief. Antitrust
Division Field Office. Room 1444, 312 North
Spring Street, Los Angeles, California 90012.
The Department of Justice will fie with the
Court and publish in the FmmrRuc.
such comments and its response to. such
comments and will therefter evWluato any
and all such comments and determine
whether there Is any reason for withdrawal
of Its consent to the proposed Final Judg-
ment.

VII

DESCRTIeo N An X'ALUATrOlr or ALTrmATlEa
TO THE PRIOPOSAL ACTUALnY COZSi="n!n By
THE UrTED STATES

In formulating the proposed Judgment,
the United States considered two altenatre
provisions. One was a permanent ban on c

22953

Foremo s acquiring any liquor and wine
wholefaler in Nevada. The other was a. 10-

cear bva on Foremots acquiring any liquor
and wine wholesaler in- the United States
without 6-dzy notice to the Government-

A permanent ban on Nevada acquIstions
was rejected In favor of a 10-year ban on
such acquisitions unless Government or
Court approval Is first obtained. The con-
cept of a permanent ban does not sllo for
poczible market changes in the future. it
fre the current competitive situation for
years hence. Si= in the future, not all
mergers may adversely affect competition, a
permanent ban. is unduly restrictive. By re-
quiring notice of any proposed acquisition,
the Government may for a ten-year period
review each proposal on a case by case basis
to determine what the effect on competition
Is likely to be. Ir the effect Is adverse, the
Government will withhold Its approval of the
proposed acquisition.

The second alternative considered but not
adopted was a nationwide ban on. the ac-
qualtion of any wholesaler without notice.
This provlsion =s rejected by Foremost,
which noted that the provision was outside
the scope of the Government's complaint and
that many of theae acquisitions would be
covered by the pre-merger notification pro-
visions of the Antitrust Improvements Act of
1070. When the notification provisions of this
Act become effective, if a corporation with
$100,000.000 In sales acquires a corporation
with asse of $10,000,000 in a non-manufac-
turing industry, It must notify the Depart-

nent of Justice and the Federal Trade Com-
_miion in advance. Purnuat to said Act,
Foremost, with net sales in excess of $2 bil-
lion. will be required to disclose in advance
to federal antitrust enforcement authorities,
plans to acquire any firm in the liquor or
wine wholesaling business with aesets of at
least $10 minllon. In the event that Fore-
moat rels to acquire a wholesaler-with less
than $10 million in assets, the Division wil
rely on Its traditional sources of nfornation.
such as newspaper reports, trade journals,
and citizen complaints to ascertain whether
action is varranted.

It was determined that, in view of the sub-
stant!al relief being offered at this time, it
wa not In the public's interest to expend
resurce pursuing a Final Judgment con-
tai ng the alternative provisions.It Is antic-
ipated that the Conent Judgmentz wi re-
store the competitive status quo to the Las
Veas market and posaibly reduce the degree
of concentration that currently exists.

VIII

There are no materials or documents
which the Government considered determl-
native in formulating this propoed Final
Judgment. Therefore, no such materials are
being'flled along with this Competitive Im-
pact Statement.

Dated: April 27, 1977.

Raymond P. Hernacki, Joseph J. Tabacco,
Ronald ZL Griffilth. Attornmejs, Department
0~ Justice.

JIll Doc.'7-l=g Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Office of the Attorney General

[Order No. 714-77]
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 -

Adoption of Routine Uses for Systems of
Records

On January 6 and 27, 1977, there were
mblished in the Pk=xzr Eaz r= in at-
*rdance with Sectlon 3 (e) (4) and (MlY
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of the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. 552a(e) (4)
and (11), notices of proposed routine uses
(42 FR 1311-1317 and 5144-5146) with
the notices of systems of records re-
printed in their entirety. The routine
uses related to the following systems of
records: JUSTICE/LEAA-012, Public
Safety Officers' Benefits System; JUS-
TICE/ATR-009, Consumer Inquiry In-
dex; JUSTICE/FBI-002, FBI Central
Records System; JUSTICE/OPA-001,
Executive Clemency Files; JUSTICE/
USA-007, Criminal Case Files; JUS-
TICE/USA-015, Pre-Trial Diversion Pro-
gram Files; and JUSTCE/DEA-027,
DEA Employee Profile System.

No comments were received with re-
spect to these proposed routine uses. The
system name and number for JUSTICE/
ATE009, Consumer Inquiry Index was
omitted from the January 6, 1977, system
notice (42 PR 1311) and is now included.

Pursuant to the authority vested in
me by 5 U.S.C. 552a, these routine uses
are hereby adopted.

Dated: April 25, 1977.
GRXFFIN B. BELL,
Attornej General.

JUSTICE/LEAA-012
System name:

Public Safety Officers' Benefits Sys-
tem.
System location:

Law Enforcement Assistance Admin-
istration, 633 Indiana Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20531.
Categories of individuals covered by the

system:
Public Safety Officers who died while

in the line of duty and their surviving
beneficiaries.
Categories of records in the system:

This system contains an index by
claimant and deceased Public Safety
Officers; case files of eligibility docu-
mentation; and benefit payment rec-
ords-

Authority for maintenance of the system:
Authority for maintaining this system

exists under 42 U.S.C. 3701, et seq, Pub.
'L. No. 94-430 (Sept. 29, 1976) and 44
U.S.C. 3101.
Routine uses of records maintained in the

system, including categories of users
and the purpose of such uses:

(1) State and local agencles'to verify
and certify eligibility for benefits; (2)
educational institutions where benefi-
ciary Is full-time student to verify eli-
gibility status; (3) appropriate Federal
agencies to coordinate benefits paid un-
der similar programs; and (4) 'members
of Congress ur staff acting upon the
member's behalf when the member or
staff requests the information on behalf
of and at the request of the individual
who is a party in interest.

Policies and practices for storing, retriev.
ing, accessing, retaining, and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage:
Information In this system is main-

tained on a master index, in folders and
on computer magnetic tape.
Retrievability:

Information is retrievable by name of
claimant, name of deceased Public Safe-
ty Officer, and case file number.
Safeguards:

Computerized information is safe-
guarded and protected by computer
password key and limited access. Non-
computerized data is safeguarded in
locked cabinets. All files are maintained
in a guarded building.
Retention and disposal:

Files are retained, retired to Federal
records centers and disposed of in ac-
cordance with General Services Ad-
ministration disposal schedules.
System manager(s) and address:

PSOB Program Officer, 633 Indiana
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20531.
Notification procedure:

Same as above.
Record access procedure:

Request for access to a record from
this system should be made in writing
with the envelope and the letter clear-
ly marked "Privacy Access Request." Ac-
cess requests will be directed to the Sys-
tem Manager listed above.
Contesting record procedures:

Individuals desiring to contest or
amend information maintained in the
system should direct their request to the
System Manager listed above and state
clearly and concisely what information
is being contested, the reason for con-
testing it and the proposed amendment
to the information sought.
Record source categories:

Public agencies including employing
agency, beneficiaries, educational insti-
tutions, physicians, hospitals, official
State and Federal documents.

System exempted from certain provi-
-sions of the act:

None.
JUSTICE/ATR-009

System name:
Consumer Inquiry Index.

System location:
U.S. Department of Justice, 10th and

Constitution Avenue NW, Washington,
D.C. 20530.
Categories of individuals covered by the

system:
Individuals making inquiries relating

to consumer matters.

Categories of records in the system:
System contains an Index record to

inquiries made directly to the Consumer
Affairs Section, Antitrust Division and
those referred to the Section both from
within the Department and from out-
side sources.
Authority for maintenance of the system:

44 U.S.C. 3101; 5 U.S.C. 301.
Routine uses of records maintaited in

the system, including categories of
users and the purposes of such uses:

The system is maintained as a record
of inquiries and referrals to the Consum-
er Affairs Section relating to consumer
matters. Information provided by con,-
sumers and the Identity of individuals
making the inquiry are occasionally
disclosed to outside parties and other
governmental agencle.%n an effort to re-
solve a matter brought to the attention
of the Section through the incoming cor-
respondence.
Policies and practices for storing, retriev.

ing, accessing, retaining, and dispos.
ing of records in the system:

Storage:
Information In this system Is main-

tained on index cards, which identify
incoming letters of inquiry and outgoing
letters of response. To a limited extent
information may be retrieved by using
the name of the inquiring party..
Safeguards:

Information contained In the system
is unclassified. During working hours
access to the system Is controlled and
monitored by Antitrust Division per-
sonnel in the area where the system is
maintained. Access to the building dur-
ing non-working hours Is limited to De-
partment of Justice personnel.
Retention and disposal:

Indefinite.
System manager(s) and address:

Chief, Consumer Affairs Section, An-
titrust Division, U.S. Department of
Justice, 10th and Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, D.C. 20530.
Notification procedure:

Address inquires to the Assistant At-
torney General, Antitrust Division, De-
partment of Justice, loth and Constitu-
tion Avenue NW,, Washington, D.C.
20530.

Record access procedures:
Request for access for a record from

this system shall be written and clearly
identified as a "Privacy Access Request."
The request should include the name of
the party making the consumer inquiry
and the date of the inquiry. Requester
should indicate a return address.
Contesting record procedures:

Individuals desiring to contest or
amend information maintained in the
system should state clearly and con-
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clse y what information is being con-
tested.'the reasons for contesting it and
the proposed amendment to the Infor-
mation sought.
Recordsource categories:

Source of Information maintained in
the system are those iecords (eg., con-
sumers' correspondence) reflecting di-
rect Inquiries or 'referrals by other of-
files or organizations.
Systems- exempted from certain provi-

sions of the act:
None.

JUSTICE/FBI-002
System name:'

The FBI Central Records System con-
tabing nvestigative, personnel, admin-
istrative, applicant, -and teneral files.
System location:

a. Federal Bureau of Investigation. J.
Edgar Hoover FBI Building, 10th and
Pennsylvania Avenue NW. Washington,
D.C. 20535; b. 59 field divisions (see Ap-
pendix); c. 14 Legal Attaches (see Ap-
pendix).
Cate gories of individuals covered by the

system:
a. ludividuals who relate In any man-

ner to official FBI investigations includ-
Jpzg but not limited to suspects, victims,
witnesses, and close relatives and associ-
ates that are relevant to an Investiga-
tion.

b. Applicants for and-current and for-
mer personnel of the FBI and persons
related thereto that are considered rele-
vant to an applicant investigation, per-
sonnel inquiry, or persons related to per-
sonnel matters.
c. Applicants for and appointees to

sensitive positions n the United States
Government and persons related thereto
that are considered relevant to the In-
vestigation:

d. individuals who are the subject of
unsolicited information, who offer un-
solicited information, request assistance
and make inquiries concerning record
material, Including general correspond-
ence, contacts with other agencies, busi-
nesses, institutions, clubs, the public and
the news media.

e. Individuals, associated with admin-
istrative operations or services Including
*ertinentf unctions, contractors and per-
tinent persons related thereto.
Categories of iecords in the system:

The FBI Central Records System-
The FBI utilizes a 'central records sys-
tem' of maintaining its investigative,
personnel, applicant, administrative, and
general files. This system consists of one
numerical sequence of subject matter
fies, an elphabetical index to the fles,
and a supporting abstract system to fa-
cilitate processing and accountability of
all important mail placed in file. Mies
kept in FBI field offices are also struc-
tured In the same manner, except, they
do not utilize an abstract System.

Files kept in FBI M'eld Offices-Field
offices maintain certain records that are

not contained at FBIHQ that Include
files, Index cards, and related material
pertaining to cases in which there was no
prosecutive action undertaken; perpe-
trators of violations not developed dur-
Ing investigation; or investigation re-
vealed allegations were unsubstantiated
or not within the Investigative Jurlsdic-
tion of the Bureau. These investigations
closed Infield offices and correspondence
not forwarded to FBI Headquarters.
Duplicate records and records 'which ex-
tract Information reported in the main
files are also kept In the various divisions
of the FBI to assist them in their day-
to-day operations. Some of the nforma-'
tion contained In the main files has also
been extracted and placed on computer
to enable-various divisions to retrieve in-
formation more rapidly by avoiding the
need for a manual search for Informa-
tion maintained In the main files, Also,
personnel type information dealing with
such matters as attendance and produc-
tion and accuracy requirements Is main-
tained by some divisions.
Authority for maintenance of the system:

Federal Records Act of 1950, Mhe Con-
stitution of the United States, various
provisions of U.S. Code, Executive Orders
and Presidential directives.
Routine uses of records maintained in the

system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses:

The records contained in this system
are utilized by the FBI In support of Its
mission to conduct investigations within
its Jurisdiction and for various adminis-
trative purposes. Information from these
files is disseminated to appropriate Fed-
eral, State, local, and foreign agencles
where the right and need to have access
to this information exists-For example,
to assist In the general crime prevention
and detection efforts of the recipient
agency. Information Is also disseminated
to these agencies and to individuals and
organizations, where such dissemination
is necessary to elicit information from
such agencies and Individuals. Informa-

.tion from this system is also disseminated
during appropriate legal proceedings.
For example, witness interviews are made
available to defendants pursuant to the
Jencks Act during Federal criminal trials.
In the event that a system of records
maintained by this agency to carry out
its functions Indicated a violation or po-
tential violation of law, whether civil,
criminal or regulatory In nature, and
whether arising by general statute or
particular program statute, or by reg-
lation, rule or order issued pursuant
thereto, the relevant records in the sys-
tem of records may be referred, as a
routine use, to the appropriate agency,
whether Federal, State, local, or foreign,
charged with the responsibility of Inves-

"tigatlng or prosecuting such violation or
charged with enforcing or implementing
the statute, or rule, regulation or order
Issued pursuant thereto. A record from
this system of records may be disclosed
as a "routine use" to a Federal State, or
local agency maintaining civil, criminal
or other relevant enforcement informa-
tion or other pertinent information, such

as current licenses, If necessary to ob-
tain Information relevant to an agency
decision concerning the hiring or reten-
tion of an employee, this issuance of a
security clearance, the letting of a con-
tract, or the issuance of a license, grant
or other benefit. A record from this sys-
tem of records may be disclosed to a Fed-
eral agency, In response to its request, In
connection with the hiring or retention
of an employee, the issuance of a security
clearance, the reporting of an Investiga-
tion of an employee, the letting of a con-
tract or the issuance of a license grant
or other benefit by the requesting agency.
to the extent that the information is
relevant and necessary to the requesting
agency's decision an the matter. For
example, In discharging its obligations
under Exective Order 10450, this agency
would disseminate record information as
a direct result of a name check request
submitted by another govmnent
agency. A record relating to an actual
or potential civil or criminal violation
of title 17, United States Code, may be
disseminated to a person injured by such
violation to assist him/her in the insti-
tution or maintenance of a suit brought
under such title. Background and
descriptive Information on Federal
fugitives is disseminated to the general
public and the news media in an effort
to bring about the apprehension of these
wanted Individuals. News -releases are
also disseminated to the public and the
news media concerning apprehensions of
FBI fugitives and other notable accom-
plishments. Additionally, public source
information Is distributed on a con-
tinuing basis, upon request, to the gen-
eral public and representatives of the
media. Upon specific approval of the
Director, information may be dissemi-
nated from this system to individuals in
the private sector In extenuating cir-
cumstances in order to protect life or
Property. Information which relates to
foreign counter-intelligence matters may
be disseminated to individuals In the
private sector with the specific authority
of the Attorney General where he deems
It necessary In order for the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation (FBI) to fulfill its
statutory responsibilities to investigate
espionage in the United States. The FBI
has received inquiries from private
citizens and Congressional offices in be-
half of constituents seeking assistance
in locating such Individuals as missing
children or helm to estates- Where the
need is acute and where it appears FBI
files may be the only lead In locating the
individual, consideration will be given to
furnishing relevant information to the
inquiring individual. Information will be
provided only In those instances where it
can be determined from the information
at hand that the Individual being sought
would want the Information to be fur-
nished. e.g. an heir to a large estate, In-
formation with regard to missing chil-
dren willnot be provided where they have-
reached their majority. The decision to
make any dissemination under these cir-
cumstances can be made only by the
Director, and this authority cannot be
delegated.
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Release of information to the news
media: Information permitted to be re-
leased to the news media and the public
pursuant to 28 CFR 50.2 may be made
available from systems of records main-
tained by the Department of Justice un-
less it is determined that release of the
specific information in the context of a
particular case would constitute an un-
warranted invasion of personal privacy.

Release of information to Members of
Congress: Information contained in sys-
tems of records maintained by the De-
partment of Justice, not otherwise re-
quired to be released pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552, may be made available to a Member
of Congress or staff acting upon the
Member's behalf when the Member or
staff requests the information on behalf
of and at the request of the individual
who Is the subject of the record.
Policies and practices for storing: retriev-

ing, accessing, retaining, and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage:
Files are maintained in hardcopy form,

computer tape, and microfilm.
Retrievability:

The FBI General Index must be
searched to determine what information,
if any, the FBI may have in its files. The
index cards are on all manner of subject
matters, but primarily a name index of
Individuals. It should be noted the FBI
does not index 6.1 individuals that fur-
nish information or names developed in
an Investigation. Only that information
that is considered pertinent and relevant
and essential for future retrieval, is
indexed. In certain major 6ases most
persons contacted are indexed in order
to facilitate the proper administrative
handling of a large volume of material.
The FBI is in the process of automating
its 'Central Records Systems' and, there-
fore, the retrieval of certain data will be
accomplished by utilizing certain com-
puter peripheral equipment such as
CRT (Cathode Ray Tube) .video screens,
and printers. This will basically involve
certain personnel information, general
index information, and the abstracting
system. Automation in no way changes
the "Central Records System": it only
facilitates access more effectively and
efficiently.
Safeguards:

Records are maintained in a restricted
area and are accessed only by FBI em-
ployees. All FBI employees receive a com-
plete background investigation prior to
being hired. All employees are cautioned
about divulging confidential information
or any information contained in FBI
files. Failure to abide by this provision
violates Department of Justice regula-
tions and may violate certain statutes
providing maximum severe penalties of a
10,000 dollar fine or 10 years' inprson-
ment or both. Employees that resign or
retire are also cautioned about divulging
information acquired in the job.
Retention and disposal:

The Bureau, by its investigative man-
date, collects and maintains information

from a wide variety of sources. The rec-
ords support the Bureau's investigative
and administrative needs and its obliga-
tions to act as a clearinghouse under
Executive Order 10450 regarding the
security of Government employees. An
active destruction program includes mi-
crofilming of certain files over 10 years
old and researching files to determine
whether they contain sufficient histori-
cal, research, investigative, or intelli-
gence value to warrant their retention.
The Code of Federal Regulations, Title
41, and Title 44 of the U.S. Code set
forth Records Management procedures
to be followed by Government agencies
in relation to their records. All agencies
are required to retain any material made
or received during the course of public
business which has been preserved or is
appropriate for preservation. According-
ly, disposition of record material must be
in acordance with established regula-
tions. Subsequent destruction is accom-
plished through authority granted by
National Archieves and Records Serv-
ice, GSA, utilizing either the General
Records Schedules or a specific request
for record destruction which is approved
by the Archivist. Records are alSo de-
stroyed or returned to source as a result
of Court Order. Subsequent to January
27, 1975, a Congressional moratorium on
all destruction, and a later decision ren-
dered on further retention of security
and intelligence material, has substan-
tially reduced the tangible effects of the
destruction program.
System manager(s) and address:

Director; Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion; Washington, D.C. 20535.
Notification procedure:

Same as above.
Record access procedures:

A request for access to a record from
the system shall be made in writing
with the envelope and the letter clear-
ly marked "Privacy Access Request". In-
clude in the request your full name,
complete address, date of birth, place
of birth, notarized signature, and other
identifying data you may wish to furnish
to assist in making a proper search of
our records. Also include the general sub-
ject matter of the document or its file
number. The requester will also provide
a return address for transmitting the
information. Access requests will be di-
rected to the Director, Federal Bureau
of Investigation, Washington, D.C. 20535.
Contesting record procedures:

Individuals desiring to contest or
amend information maintained in the
system should also direct their request
to the Director, Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, Washington, D.C. 20535,
stating clearly and concisely what in-
formation is being contested, the rea-
sons for contesting it, and the proposed
amendment to the information sought.
Records source categories:

The FBI, by -the very nature and re-
quirement to investigate violations of
law within its investigative jurisdiction

and its responsibility for the Internal se-
curity of the United States, collects In-
formation from a wide variety of sources.
Basically it is the result of Investiga-
tive efforts and liformation furnished
by other Government agencies, law en-
forcement agencies, and the general pub-
lic, informants, witnesses, and public
source material.
Systems exempted front certain provI.

sions of the act:
The Attorney General has exempted

this system from subsections (c) (3) and
(4), (d), (e), (1), (2) and (3), (e), (4)
(G) and (H), (e) (5) and (8), Wi), (g)
and (in) of the Privacy Act pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a (j) and (k). Rules have beel
promulgated In accordance with the re-
quirements of 5 U.S.C. 553 (b), (c) and
(e) and have been published In the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

JUSTICE/OPA-001
The following Notice Is published for

the benefit of the public. Executive
Clemency Files, while maintained In the
Office of the Pardon Attorney, U.S. De-
partment of Justice, are files of the
President of the United States compiled
and maintained to provide for the ex-
ercise of his constitutional responsibil-
ities, pursuant to Article Ir, section 2,
and are not subject to the provisions of
the Privacy Act of 1974, Pub. L. No. 93-
579.
System name:

Executive Clemency Files.

System location:

Office of the Pardon Attorney; U.S.
Department of Justice; HOLC Building;
320 First Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20534.
Categories of individuals covered by the

system:

!Applicants for Executive clemency.
Categories o4 records in the system,

The system contains the Individual
petitions for Executive clemency (OPA-
6 or 6-15) submitted by the applicants
and accompanying oath and character
affidavits (DOJ-1973-06), investigatory'
material, evaluative reports, Interagen-
cy and intra-agency correspondence and
memoranda relating to Individual peti-
tions for clemency. The system includes
Presidential Clemency Board files trans-
ferred to the Office of the Pardon At-
torney upon termination of the Board's
existence on Sept. 15, 1975.
Authority for maintenance of the systeu I

The system is established and main-
tained in accordance with the United
States Constitution, Article In, Section
2, Executive Order of the President dated
June 16, 1893, Order No. 288-62, 27 FR
11002, November 10, 1962, as codified In
28 CFR 1.1 through 1.9 and E.O. 11878
dated Sept. 10, 1975.
Routine uses of records maintained ht

the system, includitig categories of
users and the purposes of such uses:

The Executive clemency files are used
to (a) enable the Attorney General to
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investigate each petition for Executive
clemency to review each petition and in-
formation developed by his investigation
thereof and to advise the President
-whether, in his judgment, the request
-for clemency is of sufficient merit to war-
rant favorable action by the President;
(b) prepare notices to the public of the
name of eachgrantee of clemency, date
of Presidential action, -nature of clem-
ency granted, nature of grantee's of-
fense, date and place of sentencing, de-
scription of sentence imposed, and names
of character afflants and interested
members of Congress; (c) prepare bound
and indexed volumes containing photo-
colies of the official warrant of clemency
granted each recipient of clemency as.
a public and official record of Presiden-
tial action; (d) upon request of the Pres-
ident and members of his staff, to make
available to them individual clemency
files; (e) upon specific request by an
individual, to advise the requester
whether a named person has applied
for, been granted or denied clemency,
the date thereof and the nature of the
clemency granted or denied; and (W
upon specific request, to make, closed
files available for historical research
purposes when, in the public interest
and in conformity with Department"of
Justice policy.

Release of information to the news
media: "Information permitted to be re-
leased to the news media and the public
pursuant to 28 CER 50.2 may be made
available from systems of records main-
tained by the Department of Justice un-
less it is determined that release of the
specific information In the context of a
particular case would constitute an un--
warranted invasion of personal privacy.

Release of information to Members of
Congress. Information, contained in sys-
tems of -records maintained by the
Department of Justice, mot otherwise re-
quired to be released pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552, may be made available to a Member
of Congress or staff acting upon the
Member's behalf when the member or
staff requests the information on behalf
of and at the request of the individual
who is the subject of the record.
Policies and practices for storing, retriev-

ing, accessing, retaining, and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage:
Information maintained in the system

is stored in the Office of the Pardon
Attorney and in Archives...
Retrievability:
Information is retrieved by reference

to the file number assigned to the name
of each applicant for clemency.
Safeguards:

Information. contained in the system
is safeguarded and protected In accord-
ance-with Department of Justice rules
governing petitions for Executive clem-
ency, specifically, 28 CFR 1.6. Executive
clemency files are maintained in the
Office of the Pardon Attorney and are
not commingled with Department of
Justice records.

NOTICES

Retention and disposal:
Records are stored In the Office of the

Pardon Attorney aa long as space re-
quirements permit ind are then trans-
ferred to Archives. These records are not
destroyed.
System manager(s) and address:

Pardon Attorney, office of the Pardon
Attorney, Department of Justice, 654
HOLC Building, 320 First Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20530.
Notification procedure:

Address inquiries to the Pardon At-
torney, Department of Justice, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20530.
Record access procedures:
• While the Attorney General has

exempted Executive Clemency files from
the access provisions of the Privacy Act,
requests for discretionary releases of rec-
ords contained In the system shall be
made in writing with the envelope and
the letter clearly marked "Privacy Ac-
cess Request." Include in the request the
general subject matter of the document
and the name of the clemency applicant
in whose file It is contained. The re-
quester will also provide a return address
for transmitting the information. Access
requests will be directed to the System
Manager listed above.
Contesting record procedures:

While the Attorney General has
exempted Executive Clemency files from
the correction (contest and amendment)
provisions of the Privacy Act, requests
for the discretionary correction (contest
or amendment) of records contained in
this system should be directed to the
System Manager listed above, stating
clearly and concisely what information
is being contested, the reasons for con-
testing it, and the proposed amendment
to the information sought.
Record source categories:

Sources of information contained in
this system are the indiviilual applicants
for clemency, Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation or other official investigatory re-
ports, Bureau of Prison records, Selective
Service System and Armed Forces Re-
ports, probation or parole reports and
reports from individuals or non-Federal
organizations, both solicited and un-
solicited.
Systems exempted from certain provisions

of te act:
The Attorney General has exempted

this system frdin subsection (d) of the
Privacy Act pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)
(2). Rules have been promulgated in
accordance with the requirements of°5
U.S.C. 553 (b), (c) and (e) and have
been published in the FnztL REctsTOR.

JUSTICE/USA-007
System name:

Criminal Case Files.
System location:

Ninety-four United States Attorneys'
Offices (See attached Appendix.)
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Categories of individuals covered by the
system:

(a) Individuals charged with viola-
tions; Cb) Individuals being investigated
for violations; (c) Defense Counsel(s);
(d) Information Sources; (e) Individ-
uals relevant to development of Criminal
Cases; Cf) Individuals investigated, but
prosecution declined; (g) Individuals re-
ferred to In potential or actual cases and
matters of concern to a US. AttorneYs
office.
Categories of records in the system:

(a) Alicasefiles (USA-33); (b) Docket
Cards (USA-If5); (c) Criminal Debtor
Cards (USA-117a); (d) Criminal Case
Activity Card CUSA-163Y; (e) Criminal
Debtor Activity Card (USA-164); (f)
3'X5' Index Cards; (g) Caseload Print-
outs; (h) Attorney Assignment Sheets;
(I) General Correspondence re: Crimi-
nal Cases; (j) Reading Files re: Crimi-
nal Cases; (k) Grand Jury Proceedings;
(1) Miscellaneous Investigative Reports;
(in) Information Source Piles; (n) Pa-
role Recommendations; (o) Immunity
Requests; (p) Witness Protection Files;
(q) Wiretap Authorizations; (r) Search
Warrants; (s) telephone records; (t)
Criminal Complaints; (u) Sealed Indict-
ment Records; Cv) Fles unique to a Dis-
trict; (w) Criminal Miscellaneous Corre-
spondence File; (x) Prosecution Declined
Reports.
Authority for maintenance of the system:

These systems are established and
maintained Pursuant to 5 US.C. 301 and
44 US..C. 3101.
Routine uses of records maintained in the

system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses:

A record maintained in this system of
records may be disseminated as a routine
use of such record as follows:

(a) In any case In which there Is an
Indication of a violation or potential
violation of law, criminal, or regulatory
In nature, the record In question may be
disseminated to the appropriate Federal,
State, local, or foreign agency charged
with the responsibility for investigating
or prosecuting such violation or charged
with enforcing or implementing such
law:

(b) In the course of investigating the
potential or actual violation of any law-,
criminal, or regulatory in nature, or dur-
ing the course bf a trial or hearing or
the preparation for a trial or hearing for
such violation, a record may be dissemi-
nated to a Federal, State, local, or foreign
agency, or to an individual or organiza-
tion, if there is reason to believe that
such agency, individual, or organization
possesses Information relating to the in--
vestigation, trial, or hearing and-the dis-
semination is reasonably necessary to
elicit such information or to obtain the
cooperation of a witness or an inform-
ant;

Cc) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated in an appropri-
ate Federal, State, local, or foreign court
or grand Jury proceeding in accordance
with established constitutional, substan-
tive, or procedural law or practice;
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(d) A record relating'to a case or
matter may be disseminated to a Federal,
State, or local administrative or regula-
tory proceeding or hearing in accordance
with the procedures governing such pro-
ce~ding or hearing;

(e) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated to an actual or
potential party or his attorney for the
purpose of negotiation or .discussion on
such matters as settlement of the case or
matter, plea bargaining, or informal dis-
covery proceedings;

(f) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter that has been referred by an agency
for investigation, prosecution, or en-
forcement, or that involves a case or
matter within the jurisdiction of an
agency, may be disseminated to such
agency to notify the agency of the status
of the case or matter or of any decision
or determination that has been made, or
to make such other inquiries and reports
as are necessary during the processing of
the case or matter;

(g) A record relating to a person held
In custody pending or during arraign-
ment, trial, sentence, or extradition pro-
ceedings, or after conviction or after
extradition proceedings, may be dissemi-
nated to a Federal, State, local, or for-
eign prison, probation, parole, or pardon
authority, or to any other agency or in-
dividual concerned with the mainte-
nance, transportation, or release of such
a person;

(h) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated to a foreign
country pursuant to an international.
treaty or convention entered into and
ratified by the United States or to an
executive agreement;

(i) A record may be disseminated to a
Federal, State, local, foreign, or inter-
national law enforcement agency to as-
sist in the general crime prevention and
detection efforts of the recipient agency
or to provide investigative leads to such
agency;

(j) A record may be disseminated to a
Federal agency, in response to Its re-
quest, In connection with the hiring or
retention of an employee, the issuance of
a security clearance, the reporting of an
Investigation of an employee; the letting
of a contract, or the issuance of a license,
grant, or other benefit by the requesting
agency, to the extent that.the informa-
tion relates to the requesting agency's
decision on the matter;

(W) A record may be disseminated to,
the public, news media, trade associa-
tions, or organized groups, when the pur-
pose of the dissemination is educational
or informational, such as descriptions of
crime trends or distinctive or unique
modus operandi, provided that the rec-
ord does not contain any information
identifiable to a specific individual other
than such modus operandi;

(1) A record may be disseminated to a
foreign country, through the United
States Department of State or directly to
the representative of such country, to the
extent necessary to assist such country
in apprehending and/or returning a
fugitive to a jurisdiction which seeks his
return;

NOTICES

(in) A record that contains classified
national security information and ma-
terial may be disseminated to persons
who are engaged in historical research
projects, or who have previously occupied
policy making provisions to which they
were appointed by the President, in ac-
cordance with the provisions dodified in
28 CFR 17.60;

(n) A record relating to an actual or
potential civil or criminal violation of
title 17, United States Code, may be dis-
seminated to a person injured by such
violation to assist him in the institution
or maintenance of a suit brought under
such title.

Release of information to the news
media: Information permitted to be re-
leased to the news media and the public
pursuant to 28 CFR 50.2 may be made
available from systems of records main-
tained by the Department of Justice un-
less it-is determined that release of the
specific information in the context of a
particular 'case would constitute an un-
warranted invasion of personal privacy.

Release of information to Members of
Congress: Information contained in sys-
tems of records maintained by the De-
paiktment of Justice, not otherwise re-
quired to be released pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552, may be made available to a Member
of Congress or staff acting upon the
Member's behalf when the Member or
staff requests the information on behalf
of and at the request of the individual
who Is the subject of the record.

Policies and practices for storing, retriev-
ing, accessing, retaining, and dispios-
ing of records in the system:

Storage
All information, except that specified

in this paragraph, is recorded on basic
paper/cardboard material, and stored
within manila file folders, within metal
file cabinets, electric file/card retrievers
or safes. Some material is recorded and
stored on mdgnetic tape, card or other
data processing type storage matter for
reproduction later into conventional
formats.

Retrievability

Information is retrieved primarily by
name of person, case number, complaint
number or court docket number. Infor-
mation within this system of records may
be accessed by various U.S. Attorneys'
offices by means of catho-ray tube
terminals (CRT's).
Safeguards

Information in the system is both con-
fidential and non-confidential and lo-
cated in file cabinets in the United States
Attorney offices. Some materials are lo-
cated in locked file drawers and safes,
and others in unlocked file drawers. Of-
fices are locked during non-working
hours and are secured by either Federal
Protective Service, United States Postal
Service, or private building guards. In-
formation that is retrievable by CRT's
within various U.S. Attorneys' offices re-
.quires user identification numbers which
are issued to authorized employees of the
Department of Justice.

Retention and disposal:
Records are maintained and disposed

of in accordance with Department of
Justice retention plans.

System manager(s) and address:.
System manager for the system in

each office is the Administrative Officer/
Assistant, for the U.S. Attorney for each
district (See system designated Justice/
CRM-999).
Notification procedures:

Address inquiries to the System Man-
ager for the judicial district in which
the case or matter is pending (See sys-
tem designated JUSTICE/CRM-09).
Record access procedures:

The major part of the informatlonk
maintained in this system Is exempt from
this requirement under 5 U.S.C. 552a
(j) (2), (k)() and/or (k) (2). To thO ex-
tent that this system is not subject to
exemption, it Is subject to access. A do-
termination as to exemption shall b0
made at the time a request for accezs
is received. A request for access to a
record from this system shall be made in
writing, with the envelope and the letter
clearly marked "Privacy Access Request."
Include in the request the name of the In-
dividual involved, his, birth date and
place, or any other Identifying number
or information which may be of assist-
ance in locating the record and the name
of the case or matter involved, If known.
The requester will also provide a return
address for transmitting the Informa-
tion. Access requests will be directed to
the System Manager (see system desig-
nated JUSTICE/CRM-999).
Contesting record procedures

The major pagt of the information
maintained in this system is exempt from
this requirement under 5 U.S.C. 552a (j)
(2), (W) (1) and/or (k) (2). To the extent
that this system is not subject to exemp-
tion, it is subject to contest. A determina-
tion as to exemption shall be made at
the time a request for conte4 Is received.
Individuals desiring to contest or amend
information maintained In the system
should direct their request to the System
Manager (See system designated JUS-
TICE/CRM-999) stating clearly and
concisely what Information is being con-
tested, the reasons for contesting It, and
the proposed amendment to the informa-
tion sought.

Record source categories
Sources of information contained In

this system include, but are not limited
to investigative reports of Federal, State
and local law enforcement agencies;
client agencies of the Department of Jus-
tice; other non-Department of Justico
Investigative agencies; forensic reports;
statements of witnesses and parties; ver-
batim transcripts of Grand Jury and
court proceedings; data, memoranda and
reports from the Court and agencies
thereof; and the work product of Assist-
ant United States Attorneys, Department
of Justice attorneys and staff, and legal
assistants working on particular cases.
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System exempted from certain prol-
sions of the act

The Attorney Genera has exeifpted
this system from subsections (c) (3) and
(4), (d), (e) (1), (2) and (3), (e) (4)
(G) and (E), (e) (5) and (8) (f) (g)
and (h) of the Privacy Act pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 552a(j) (2) and (k) (1) and (2).
Rules have been promulgated in accord-
ance with the requirements of 5 U.S.C.
553 (b), (c) and (e) and have been pub-
lished in the F'EDBRAL RGISTEL.

JUSTICE/USA 015
System name:

Pre-Trial Diversion Program Fies
System location:

Ninety-four United States Attorneys'
Offices (See attached Appendix) .
Categories of individuals covered by the

syftem: -

Individuals referred to In potential or
actual pre-trial diversion cases.

Categories of records in the system:

(a) USA Form 184-Referral letter to
Probation Service; (b) USA Form 185--

-Letter to defendant; (c) USA Form
186-Agreement for Pre-Trial Diver-
slon; (d) USA Form 187-Pre-Trial Di-
version Report Form; (e) USA Form
188-Certification of Completion of
Programs; (f USA Form 189-Defend-
ant Application Form; (g) Telephone
Records; (h) Miscellaneous Corre-
spondence; and, (i) Files Unique to a
District.
Authority for maintenance of the system:.

This system Is established and main-
tained pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 301 and 44
U.S.C. 3101.
Routine uses of records maintained in the

system, including categories of users
and purposes of such uses:

A record maintained In this system of
records may be disseminated as a routine
use of such record as follows:,

(a) In any case in which there is an
indication of a violation or potential
violation of law, criminal, or regulatory
in nature, the record in question may be
disseminated to the appropriate federal,
state, local, or foreign agency charged
with the responsibility for investigating
or prosecuting such violation or charged
with enforcing or implementing such
law;

(b) In the course of investigating the
potential or actual violation of any law,
criminal, or regulatory in nature, or dur-
ing the course of a trial or hearing or the
preparation for a trial or hearing for
such violation, a record may be dissemi-
nated to a federal, state, local, or foreign
agency, or to an individual or organiza-
tion, if there is reason to believe that
such agency, individual, or organization
possesses information relating to the in-
vestigation, trial, or hearing and the dis-
semination is reasonably. necessary to
elicit such information or to obtain the
cooperation- of a witness or an inform-
ant;

NOTIMc

(c) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated In an appropri-
ate federal, state; local, or foreign court
or grand Jury proceeding in accordance
with established cOnstitutional, substan-
tive, or procedural law or practice;

(d) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated to a federal,
state, or local administrative or regula-
tory proceeding or hearing In accordance
with the procedures governng such pro-
ceeding or hearing;

(e) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter ifay be disseminated to an actual or
potential party or his attorney for the
purpose of negotiation or discussion on
such matters as settlement of the case
or matter, plea bargaining, or informal
discovery proceedings;

(f) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter that has been referred by an agency
for Investigation, prosecution, or en-
forcement, or that Involves a case or
matter within the Jurisdiction of an
agency, may be disseminated to such
agency to notify the agency of the status
of the case or matter or of any decision
or determination that has been made, or
to make such other inquiries and reports
as are necessary during the processing of.
the case or matter;

(g) A record relating to a person held
In custody- pending or during arraign-
ment, trail, sentence, or extradition pro-
ceedings, or after conviction or after ex-
tradition proceedings, may be disseml-
nated to a federal, state, local, or foreign
prison, probation, parole, or pardon au-
thority, or to any other agency or indl-
vidual concerned with the maintenance,
transportation, or release of such a per-
son;

(h) A record relating to a case or mat-
ter may be disseminated to a foreign
country pursuant to an international
treaty or convention entered into and
ratified by the United States or to an
executive agreement;

(i) A record may be disseminated to
a federal, state, local, foreign, or inter-
national law enforcement agency to as-
sist in the general crime prevention and
detection efforts of the recipient agency
or to provide Investigative leads to such
agency;

() A record may be disseminated to
a federal agency, in response to Its re-
quest, n connection with the hiring or
retention of an employee, the issuance"
of a security clearance, the reporting of
an investigation of an employee, the let-
ting of a contract, or the issuance of a
license,, grant, or other benefit by the
requesting agency, to the extent that the
information relates to the requesting
agency's decision on the matter;

(k) A record may be disseminated to
the public, news media, trade associa-
tions, or organized groups, when the
purpose of the dissemination is educa-
tional or Informational, such as descrip-
tions of crime trends or distinctive or
unique modus operandi, provided that
the record does not contain any Infor-
mation Identifiable to a specific indi-
vidual;

(1) A record may be disseminated to
a foreign country, through the United

22959

States Department of State or directly
to the representative of such country, to
the extent necessary to assist such coun-
try in apprehending and/or returning a
fugitive to a Jurisdiction which seeks his
return;

(m) A record that contains classified
national security information and ma-
terial may be disseminated to persons
who are engaged in historical research
projects, or who have previously occu-
pled policy making posltiong to which
they were appointed by the President,
In accordance with the provisions codi-
fled n 28 CFA 17.60.
Policies and practices for storing, retriev-

ing, arcessing, retaining, and dispo-
ing of records in the system:

Storage:
All Information, except that specified

In this paragraph, is recorded on basic
paper/cardboard material, and stored
within manl flle folders; within metal
file cabinets, electric file/card retrievers
or safes. Some material Is recorded and
stored on magnetic tape, card or other
data processing type storage matter for
reproduction later into conventional
formats.
Retrievabity:

Information is retrieved by the name
of the person, case number or complaint
number.
Safeguards:

Information In the system is both
confidential and non-confidential and
located In file cabinets In the United
States Attorney offices. Some materials
are located In locked file drawers and
safes, and others in unlocked file draw-
ers. Oflce9 are locked during non-work-
ing hours and are secured by either
Federal Protective Service, United States
Postal Service, or private building
guards.
Retention and disposal:

Records are maintained and disposed
of In accordance with Department of
Justice retention plans.
System mnanager(s) and address:

System manager for the system in
each office is the Administrative Officer/
Assistant, for the U.S. Attorney for each
district. (See attached Appendix.)
Notification procedure:

Address inquiries to the System Man-
ager for the Judicial district in which the
diversion application or approval was
made. (See attached appendix.)
Record access procedures:

The major part of the information
maintained In this system Is exempt from
this requirement under 5 VS.C. 552a (j)
(2), (k)() and/or (k) (2). To the extent
that this system Is not subject to exemp-
tion, it Is subject to access. A determi-
nation as to exemption shall be made at
the time a request for access is received.
A request for access to a record from
this system shall be made In writing, with
the envelope and the letter clearly

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977



NOTICES

marked 'Privacy Access Request.' Include
in the request the name of the individual
involved, his birth date and place, or any
other Identifying number or information
which may be of assistance in locating
the record and the name of the case or
matter involved, if known. The requester
shall also provide a return address for
transmitting the Information. Access re-
quests will be directed to the system
manager. (See attached Appendix.)
Contesting record procedures:

The major part of the Information
maintained in this system Is exempt from
this requirement under 5 U.S.C. 552a (j)
(2), (k) (1) and/or (k) (2). To the extent
that this system Is not subject to exemp-
tion, it is subject to contest. A determi-
nation as to exemption shall be made at
the time a request for contest Is received.
Individuals desiring to contest or amend
Information maintained in the system
should direct their request to the System
Manager (see attached Appendix) stat-
ing clearly and concisely what Informa-
tion is being contested, the reasons for
contesting It, and the proposed amend-
ment to the Information sought.
Record source categories:

Sources of Information contained in
this systenX include, but are not limited
to investigative reports of federal, state
and local law enforcement agencies;
client agencies of the Department of Jus-
tice; other non-Department of Justice
investigative agencies; forensic reports;
statements of witnesses and parties; ver-
batim transcripts of Grand Jury and
court proceedings; data, memoranda and
reports from the Court and agencies
thereof; and the work product of Assist-
ant United States Attorneys, Department
of Justice attorneys and staff, and legal
assistants working on particular cases.
Systems exempted from certain provisions

of the act:
The Attorney General has exempted

this system from subsections (c) (3) and
(4), (d), (e) (1), (2) and (3). (e) (4) (G)
and (H), (e) (5) and (8), (f), (g) and
(h) of the Privacy Act pursuant'to 5
U.S.C. 552a (j) (2) and (k) (1) and (2).
Rules have been promulgated in accord-
ance with the requirements of 5 U.S.C.
553 (b), (c) and (e) and have been pub-
lshQd in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

JUSTICE/DEA 027
System name:

DEA Employee Profile System (DEPS)

System location:

Drug Enforcement Administration,
1405 Eye Street NW, Washington, D.C.
20537.
Categories of individuals covered by the-

system:

flEA employees.
Categories of records in the system:

The following eight categories of infor-
mnation will be maintained in the system:

(1) Personal identification.
(2) Work experience.

(3) Language and geographical areas.
(4) Formal education.
(5) Special skills.
(6) Record of training.
(7) Consideration for vacancies.
(8) Awards.

Authority for maintenance of the system:
This system Is maintained to effectively

place and assign employees to positions
to further the mandates of the Compre-
hensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Con-
trol Act of 1970.
Categories of users and the purposes of

such uses:
The records wjll be used principally

by the Personnel Management Division.
Selected data will be forwarded by this
personnel section to the Career Develop-
ment Board and operational units
throughout DEA for the purpose of:

(1) Identlfying employees with par-
ticular skills or qualifications for assign-
ment to special projects.

(2) Identification of candidates for
overseas assignments who have specific
language skills.

(3) Insuring that the Career Develop--
ment Board will be reviewing the entirety
of an applicant's background.

'(4) Calculating DEA's human re-
sources on hand and to project more
accurately future resource needs and
capabilities.

Information from this system will not
be d&sseminated outside of DEA.
Storage:

These records will be maintained on
magnetic tape and a disk storage device.
Retrievability:

The information in this system can be
retrieved by the individual's name, spe-
cial skills information, special knowledge
information or by some combination of
the above information.
Safeguards:

The records of the system will be main-
tained at DEA Headquarters whibh is
protected by twenty-four hour guard
service and electronic surveillance. Ac-
cess to the building is restricted to DEA
employees and those transacting busi-
ness within the building who are escorted
by DEA employees. In addition, the area
where the tapes and disks are stored is
a-secured area and access is restricted to
those employees who have business in the
area and those non-DEA people who are
transacting business within the area and
escorted by a DEA employee. Inquiries to
the system are only made by the written
request of the Chief, Personnel Manage-
ment Division.
Retention:
- Records in this system are retained as

long as 'the individual is employed by
DEA.

System manager(s) and address:
Chief, Computer Services Division,

Drug Enforcement Administration, '1405
Eye Street NW., Washingto% D.C. 20537.

Notification procedure:
Inquiries should be addressed to Free-

dom of Information Unit, Drug Enforce-
ment Administration, 1405 Eye Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537. Inquiries
should include inquirer's name, date of
birth, and social security number.
Record access procedures:

Same as Notification procedure.
Contesting record procedures:

Same as Notification procedure.
Record sources categories:

(1) DEA employee, (2) Servicing per-
sonnel office, and (3) The Justice Uni-
form Personnel System (Juniper).
Systems exempted from certain provisions

of the act:

None.
JUSTICE/BOP 006

Norz-Tho JUSTIOE/nOp 000 system ig
partially reprinted to reflect a change In the
equipment configuration.

System name:
Inmate Commissary Accounts Record

System.
Categories of records in the system:

(1) Financial data; (2) Identification
data. Both categories of records will be
automated; the Bureau facilities will
have responsibility for their mainte-
nance. The records will be accessible by
the telecommunications means of BOP
facilities, Regional Offices and the Cen-
tral Office.
Storage: ,

Information maintained in the system
will be stored electronically on the De-
partment of Justice Computer System
separate from the BOP Central Offico.
Retrievability:

Information on the automated sys-
tem will be indexed by name and/or reg-
ister number.
Safeguards:

The Inmate Commissary Accounts
Record System will be protected by both
physical security methods and dissem-
ination and access controls. Access to
this information will be limited to thosd
persons with a demonstrated and lawful
need to know, In order to perform as-
signed functions.

Protection of the automated system
will be provided by physical, procedural
and electronic means. The files will re-
side on the Department of Justice Com-
puter System which Is physically at-
tended or guarded on a full-time basis.
For retrieval purposes, access to active
telecommunications terminals will be
limited to those persons with a demon-
strated need to know. For update pur-
poses, access to the files will be limited
to BOP facilities employees, as required
in the performance of their assigned du-
ties. Surreptitious access to an unat-
tended terminal will be precluded by a
complex authentication procedure. The
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NOTICES

procedure will be provided only to au-
thorized BOP employees.

An automated log of queries will be
maintained for each terminal. Improper
procedure will result in no access, and
under certain conditions complete lock-
out of the terminal, pending restoration
by the master -controller at the BOP
Central Office after appropriate verifi-
cation has been received. Unattended
terminals, after normal office hours, will
be electronically disconnected by the
master controller at the BOP Central
Office. All terminals will have key locks
and will be located in lockable facilities.
Retention:

Records in this system will be retained
for a period of ten (10) years after ex-
piration-of sentence, then destroyed by
electr6nic means.

FEE Doc.77-12751 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON THE.
OBSERVANCE OF INTERNATIONAL
WOMEN'S YEAR

ALASKA COORDINATING COMMITTEE
Alaska Women's Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a) (2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. I. 92-463, 5 U.S.C. app. 1), an-
nouncement is made of the Alaska
Women's Meeting to be held on May 6-8,
1977, in Anchorage at The University of
Alaska.

The purposes of the .meeting are to:
(1) Recognize "the contributions of
women to the development of our coun-
try;

(2) Assess the progress that has been
made to date by both the private and
public sectors in promoting equality be-
tween men and women in all aspects of
life in the United States;

(3) Assess the role of women in eco-
nomic, social, cultural, and political de-
velopment; -

(4) Assess the participatibn of women
in efforts aimed at the development of
friendly relations and cooperation
among nations and to strengthening of
world peace;

-1(5) Identify the barriers that prevent
women from participating fully and
equally in all aspects of national life, and
develop recommendations for means by
Which such barriers can be removed;

(6) Make nominations for and elect 12
representatives to the National Women's
Conference In accordance with regula-
tions promulgated by the National Com-
mission on the Observance of Interna-
tional Women's Year and consistent with
the requirement that the National
Women's Conference shall be composed
of:

(a) Representatives oflocal, State, re-
gional, and national Institutions, agen-
cies, organizations, unions, associations,
publications,- and other groups which
work to advance the rights of women;
and

(b) Members of the general public,
with special emphasis on the representa-
tion of low-income women, members of

diverse racial, etnlic, and religious
groups, and women of all ages.

The meeting is scheduled to begin at
6 pm. on May 6, 1977, and end at 1 pn.
on May 8, 1977.

Workshops and other discussions have
been scheduleti for:

9 a.m. to 11:45 an.m, Saturday, Way 7. 1977
and

2 p.m. to 5 p.m., Saturday, May 7. 1977.

Topics to be discussed during these
Periods nclude a variety of issues con-
cerning women in the areas of education,
health and welfare, economics and em-
ployment and legal concerns.

The election of delegates to the Na-
tional Women's Conference Is scheduled
as follows:

Nominating Committee Report and
Floor Nominations will be presented be-
tween 1:15 and 2 pJm., Saturday, May
7, 1977. The balloting for delegates will
take place between 11:30 am. and noon
on May 8, 1977.

This Meeting is open to the public. All
persons 16 years old or over who are
residents of the State or enrolees at ed-
ucational Institutions in the State may
register to participate in all activities.
Participation in some activities may be
limited by the available space.

Registration Is premised upon a satis-
factory showing of residency or educa-
tional institution enrollment and the
payment of a nominal fee. All partici-
pants may vote on recommendations and
delegates If they have registered before
2 pm., Saturday, May 7, 1977.
.All communications regarding this

Meeting should be addressed to Tay
Thomas, Chairperson, in care of Sharon
Mackiln, International Women's Year
Coordinating Committee, 429 D Street,
Anchorage, Alaska, 90501 or call 907-
278-4593.

General notice of this meeting has
been publicized in the media and the
time available for organizing the details
of the program schedule have made It
necessary on an emergency basis to post-
pone publication of this notice until this
time.

Dated: May 3, 1977.
LnmA COLvm DORIA,

General Counsel, National
Commission on the Observ-
ance of International Wom-
en's Year.

IR Doc.77-13066 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

GEORGIA COORDINATING COMMITTEE
Georgia Vlomen's Meeting

In accordance with Section 10 (a) (2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463,5 U.S.C. App. 1), an-
nouncement Is made of the Georgia
Women's Meeting to be held on May 6-7,
1977, In Atlanta at the Sheraton Bilt-
more Hotel.

The Purposes of the meeting are to:
(1) Recognize the contributions of
women to the development of our
country;

(2) Assess the progress that has been
made to date by both the private and

public sectors in promoting equality be-
tween men and women in all aspects of
life in the United States;

(3) Assess the role of women in eco-
nomlc, social, cultural, and political de-
velopment;

(4) Assess the participation of women
in efforts aimed at the development of
friendly relations and cooperation among
nations and to the strengthening of
world peace;

(5) Identify the barriers that prevent
women from participating fully and
equally in all aspects of national life. and
develop recommendations for means by
which such barriers can be removed;

(6) Make nominations for and elect
tlirty representatives to the National
Women's Conference In accordance with
regulations promulgated by the National
Commission on the Observance of In-
ternational Women's Year and consist-
ent with the requirement that the Na-
tional Women's Conference shall be
composed of:

(a) Representatives of local. State,
regional, and national institutions,
agencies, organizations, unions, associ-
ations, publications, and other -groups
which work to advance the rights of
women; and

(b) Members of the general public,
with special emphasis on the representa-
tion of low-income women, -members of
diverse raclal, ethnic, and religious
groups, and women of all ages.

The meeting is scheduled to begin at
9 am. on May 6. 1977 and end at 7 p.m.
on.May 7,1977.

Workshops and other discussions have
been scheduled 10.30 am. to 12 noon; and
from 1:30 pm. to 3 p. on Friday, Way
6, 1977, and from 9 aJm. to 12:15 p.m.
and 1:45 pm. to 3:15 p.. on Saturday,
May 7,1977.

Topics to be discussed during these
periods include a variety of issues of
concern to women In the areas of em-
ployment, health and welfare, educa-
tion, child care, legislation, and the con-
cerns of older women, younger women
and minority women.

The election of delegates to the Na-
tional Women's Conference is scheduled
as follows:

Nominating Committee Report and Floor
Nomlnations: 8 p.m. to 8:30 p.m., May 6,
1977.

Eection of delegates: 8 a.. to 12 noon,
Mtay 7, 1977.

This Meeting is open to the putlic.
All persons 16 years old or over who are
residents of the State or enrollees at edu-
cational institutions in the State may
register to participate in all activities.
Participation in some activities may be
ImIted by the available space.

Registration is premised upon a sit-
factory showing of residency or educa-
tional institution enrollment and the
payment of a nominal fee. All partici-
pants may vote on recommendations and
delegates if they have registered before
8:30 p.m., May 6,1977.

All communications regarding this
Meeting should be addressed to Kath-
leen Crouch, Chairperson, International
Women's Year Coordinating Committee,
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1027 Columbia Avenue, Atlanta, Georgia
30309 or call (404) 892-6161.

General notice of this meeting has
been publicized In the media and the
time available for organizing the details
at the program schedule have made it
necessary on an emergency basis to post-
pone publication of this notice until this
time.

Dated: May 3, 1977.
LINDA COLVARD DORIN,

General Counsel, National Corn-
mission on the Observance ol
International Women's Year.

[Fr Doc.77-13067 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 aml

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
,ADVISORY PANEL FOR ANTHROPOLOGY

Meeting

In accordance with the Federal Ad-
visory'Committee Act, as amended, Pub.
L. 92-463, the National Science Founda-
tion announces the following meeting:

NAME: Advisory Panel for Anthro-
pology.
DATE AND TIME: May 24 and 25,
1977-9:00 a=.-5:00 pm. each day.

PLACE: National Science Foundation,
1800 G Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20550, Room 511.

TYPE OF MEETING: Closed.

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Nancie I.
Gonzalez, Program Director for Anthro-
pology, Room 320, National Science
Foundation, Washington, D.C. 20550,
telephone 202-632-4208.

PURPOSE OF PANEL: To provide- ad-
vice and recommendations concerning
support for research In Anthropology.

AGENDA: To review and evaluate re-
search proposals as part of the selection
process for awards.

REASON FOR CLOSING: 'The propos-
als being reviewed Include informatior
of a proprietary or confidential nature
including technical information; flnan.
cial data, such as salaries; and persona
information concerning individuals as.
sociated with the proposals. These mat.
ters are within exemptions (4) and (6)
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), Government in thi
Sunshine Act.

AUTHORITY TO CLOSE MEETING
This determination was made by th,
Committee Management Officer pursu
ant to provisions of Section 10(d) o
Pub..L. 92-463. The Committee Manage
ment Officer was delegated the authorit,
to make such determinations by the Act
lng Director, NSF, on February 18, 197,

M. REBECCA WINKLER,
Acting Committee

Management Officer.

MAY 2, 1977.
FR Doe.77-12945 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am)
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ADVISORY PANEL FOR POPULATION
BIOLOGY

Meeting
In-accordance with the Federal Ad-

visory Committee Act, Pub. L 92-463, Z
the National Science Foundation an-
nounces the following meeting:

NAME: Advisory Panel for Population
Biology and Physiological Ecology.

DATE AND TIME: May 23 and 24,
1977-8:30 am. to 5:00 pam. each day.

PLACE: Room 338, National Science
Foundation, 1800 G Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20550.

TYPE OF MEETING: Part open-May
23, 1977,4:00 to 5:00 pm.; Part Closed-
May 23, 1971, 8:30 am. to 4:00 pam.;
May 24, 1977, 8:30 am. to 5:00 p.m.

CONTACT PERSON: John W. Wright,
Acting Program Director, Population
Biology, Program Room 336, National
Science Foundation, -Washington, D.C.
20550, telephone 202-632-7317.

PURPOSE OF PANEL: To provide ad-
vice and recommendations concerning
support for research in population
biology.

AGENDA: Closed-To review and eval-
uate research proposals and projects as
part of the selection process for awards.'
Open-To discuss program overview and
potentials for future development of the
Population .Biology/Physlological Ecol-
ogy Program.

REASON FOR CLOSING: The proposals
being reviewed include information of a
proprietary or confidential nature, in-
cluding technical information; financial
data, such as salaries; and personal in-
formation concerning ndividuals asso-
elated with theproposals. These matters
are within exemptions (4) and (6) of
5 U.S.C. 552B(c), Government in the
Sunshine Act.

AUTHORITY TO CLOSE MEETING:
This determination was made by the
Committee Lanagement Officer pur-

L suant to provisions of Section 10(d) of
Pub. L. 92-463. The Committee Manage-
ment Officer was delegated the authority
to make determinations by the Director,

e NSF, on February 18,1977.
M. REBECCA WINKLER,

Acting Committee
Management Officer.

8
MAY 2, 1977.

f [IF Doo.77-12944 Filed 5-4-77;8:o5 am]

, NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
- SAFETY BOARD
7. [N-AR 77-1a]

SPECIAL STUDY; SAFETY
RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESPONSES

Availability and Receipt

Aviation Special Study.-The National
Transportation Safety Board announces

lhe availability of its 10-year study, "U.S.
Air Carrier Accidents Involving Fire,
1965 through 1974, and Factors Affecting
the Statistimcs." The study, Report No.
qTSB-AAS-77-1 released April 22, com-
ares statistics from the 1965-74 period

vith data contained in the Civil Aer0-
nautics Board's Bureau of Safety Pam-
phlet 7-6-3; which treats the same sub-
ect for the years 1955 through 1964.
The Safety Board study shows there

were 141 certificated route air carrier
accidents in 1965-74 which involved fire.
Among 7,043 persons aboard the aircraft,
there were 1,848 fatalities, Some 292 of
the deaths in 11 accidents were at-
tributed to fire. The CAB study showed
that In the previous decade, 153 U.S,
air carrier accidents Involved fire: 1,955
persons among 4,559 aboard were killed:
297 occupants died as the result of fire.

The Safety Board study concludes that
there have been significant Improve-
ments in occupant survivability. While
fire still occurs in about 20 percent of
the accidents In scheduled passengeer
operations, the ratio of fatalities from
all causes to exposed occupants has de-
clIned 65 percent in this study period.
and the ratio of fatalities from the ef-
fects of fire and smoke to exposed occu-
pants has declined 37 percent, The l-
most exclusive use In this study period
of turbojet-powered aircraft, their Im-
proved reliability, and the use of kero-
sene-type fuel are factors influencing the
statistics, the Safety Board stated. The
anticipated upgrading of the Federal
Aviation Regulations and the expected
effects of the recently Implemented re-
quirements of 14 CFR Part 139 are ex-
pected to improve even further occu-
pant survivability of accidents nvolvin.
fire.

Since the major areas that appear to
warrant further Improvement already
are being addressed by the Federal Avi-
ation Administration and other organi-
zations, the Safety Board concludes that
this study does not support additional
safety recommendations. However, to af-
ford the reader the benefit of experience
in this aspect of air carrier safety, some
of the significant fire safety recommen-
dations previously issued by the Safety
Board are provided In the study, as fol-
lows:

Lightning Strike Protcction.-ollowlng
the Pan American Boeing- 707 accident In
Elkton, Maryland, December 8, 1003, th0
Safety Board recommended that:

* * * static discharge wicks be lntalled
on all turbine-powered aircraft not so
equipped.

* * * FAA reevaluate problems associated
with the incorporation of flame arrestors in
fuel tank vent outlets.

* * * the mixture being emitted from the
vent outlet be rendered nonignitablo by
the introduction of air into the vent tube,

* * * an inner wall to the surgo tank be
provided instead of utilizing the wing skin
as part of the surge tank walls.

* * * consideration be given to limiting
fuel for coimercial use to Jet A only.

* * * every etrort be expanded to praoti.
cally eliminate flammable air/vapor mixture.
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from the fuel tanks, either by Introduction
of an inert gas in space above fuel or suil-
clent air circuilation into tanks to maintain
+to lean a mixture for combustion.

Fuel system Explosions Following Ex-
pos-re-to Ground Fire--Folowlng the Trans
World Boeing '707 accident in Rome, Italy,
November 23, 1964, the Safety Board rec-
ommended that:

* - * expansion of the scope of the
Technical Committee on Lightning Protec-
tion to undertake a broader review of the
overall fuel system and explosion protection
problem (to include consideration of all
likely Ignition sources).

** * the F A expedite approval of surge
tank detection and suppression systems and
issue An early mandatory installation re-
quirement on all B-707 type aircraft.

Internal Fire Following Landing Gear Fall-
ure.-Following the United Boeing. 727 acci-
dent at Salt Lake City, Utah, November 11,
1965, the Safety Board recommended that:

* * * B-727 fuel lines be rerouted to near
the centerline of the aircrafE
le' !;* fuel lines and abrouds be stain-

* * * the generator leads be rerouted, each
in its own strong and flexible, separate pls-
tic conduit, so there is maximum separation
between these leads and the fuel lines.

* * * If the PA A cabin materials fire
tests do not include-testing of the toxicity
of fire by-products when various combina-
tions of materials and fuels are burned to-
gether, that the tests be expanded to In-
cludesame.

* t * Federal Aviation Regulationsbe up-
dated to require newly certificated airplane.
be fitted with newer, less flammable mate-
rials and that carriers be encouraged to uti-
lize same when refurnshing

Cabin Interior Fire following UnuccesfuZ
.akeoff Attempt.-oowng the Capitol In-
ternational DC-& accident at Anchora
Alaska November 27, 1970, the Safety Board
recommended that:

** FAA initiate action to incorporate In
its airworthiness requirements a prov1sion
for fuel System fire safety devices which will
be effective in the prevention and control of
both in-flight and postcrash fuel system fires
and explosions

* * * FAA, in_ cooperation with aircraft
manufacturers and HASA, utilize extensive
research and accident Investigation data to
develop and implement major improvements
-In the design of transport aircraft interiors
(including the, flammability of cabin inte--
rior materials).

Fuel Fire and .Rapid P'iopagatlon of Fire by
xPlOsio_.-Fonowing the Allegheny CV-580

accident at New Haven! Connecticut, June 7.
1971, the Safety Board recommended that:

* * * FAA initiate action to incorporate in
Its, airworthiness requirements a prvislon
for fuel system fire safety devices which will
be effective in the prevdntion and control of
both in-flight and postcrash fuel system fires
and explosions.

' * * the rulemaking action (called for in
the above reconimendation) specifically ap-
ply to future passenger-carrying aircraft in

-transport category, and consideration be
given to an 6daption of all other passenger-
carrying aircraft now In service.

In-Flight Cabin Interior Fire.-Following
the Varig Boeing 707 accident In Paris,
France, July 11, 1973, the Safety Board rec-
ommended that:

* *. * FAA require a means for early de-
tection of lavatory fires on all turbine-
powered, transport-category aircraft~perated
under FAR. Part 121.

* * * full-face smoke masks be required
on emergency oxygen bottles for each cabin
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attendant on turbine-powered transport air- cargo that could result from barrier pens-
craft to permit attendents to combat lava- tratlon. (H-77-5)
tory andcabinflres Develop guldeline. for local and State

e * g FAA reevaluate certification compll- Agencies to Use In designating and periodi-
ance with 5 4bZ81 (d), CAR, on Boeing 707 - cally reviewing routes for the transportation
series aircraft. of hazardous materials as a Taeans of re-

0 0 * FAA organize a government/Industry ducng injury and damnage from accidents
task force on aircraft fire prevention to re- involving hazardous materials In their Iurs-
view design criteria and formulate speciflc dIctions. (r-77-1)
modifications for improvements with respect As a result of Its investigatlon of the
to fire potential of enclosed areas, 'uch as Houston accldent, the Safety Board reiter-
lavatories, In turbine-powered aircraft oper- ated the following recommendations made
ating under Part 121 of PAR. after previous lnvestigations:

Highway Safety Recom y jon -to the Federal Highway Administration:
H-77-4, H-77-5, and -77-1.-The Safety Tbe Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety
Board on AprIl 25 issued three recoin- (FPWA) In cooperation with affected In-
mendatlons seeking action by the Fed- dustries, as represented by the Tank Truck
eral Highway Administration, U.S. Technical Council conduct an Investigatio
Department of Transportation, to pro- deslgne to resolve the overt stability
duce bridge railings which can contn proble created by liquid surging of par-tially loaded tank-truck combinations. Thetrucks and other heavy vehicle and to ultimate objective of such a rezearch pro-
prevent the idevmt s udeing of liquid gram should be the promulgation of Federal
caroes In Partially loaded truck tanks regutions to limit the effect3 of surge to
The recommendations were mde follow- a specific degree Such regulations might be
Ing Investigation of the May 11, 1976, based on acceptable liquid cargo outage
accident Involving a Transport Company and/or dampening requirements, consistent
of Texas tractor-semitraller (tan W, with safe tank-truck opertions. (H-72-45)
transporting 7,509 gallons of anhydrous -to the U.S Department of Transp-ortation:
mmo l, which struck a bridge rail on initiate a research program. to identify new

a ramp connecting 1-610 with the South- approaches to reduce the injuries and dam-
West Freeway (U.S. 59) In Houston, ages caused by the dangerous behavior of
Texas. The tractor and trailer, after pressurized, liquefied flammable gaes re-
penetrating the rail, struck a support leased Trom breached tanks on bulk tans-
column of an overpass and fell onto the port vehic (r-75-5)
Southwest Freeway, some 15 feet below. SAY&z RrzcomwxroD x Rxspopszs
The anhydrous ammonia was released
from the damaged tank semitrailer. Six Aviation Safety Recommendation
persons died as a result of the crash. 78 A-77-11, Issued to the Federal Aviation
persons were hospitalized, and 100 more Admin trtloL-FAA, by letter dated
were treated for less serious ijures April l5,4nforms the Safety Board of the
caused by ammonia inhalation, expected Issuance of a notice of proposed

The Safety Board noted that 1; the rule a g. (airworthiness directive)
vehicle had been transporting a solid within 10 days. This proposal would re-
load of equal weight and the same con- quire compliance with Boeing Service
ter of gravity height, It could have Bulletin No. 1127-53-134, revision 3. dated
negotiated the curve at a speed of 69 February 18, 1977. This action was rec-
mph without overturning. Tho-vehicle In onnnended by the Board last March 3
this accident was loaded to only 71.8 per- following Investigation of the sudden
cent of its capacity and ovourned at decmpresson of an Eastern Air Lines
approximately 53.6 mph. suggesting that Boeing 727-100 while en route last No-
a lateral surge of liquid cargo combined vember 2 from Ralelgh-Durham, North
with the normal centrifugal force at that Carolina, to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.
speed to supply the necessary force to (See a2 R 13370, M h 10, 1977.)
overturn the vehicle. Iari Safety Recomenda&-

According to the Broad, the bridge M-69-41 throug& M-69-43 issued to the
barrier rail at the site was of an! out- U.S. Coast Guard. Coast Guard's letter
dated design; like bridge rals In use In of April 13 updates response to recom-
Texas and other states, it was designed mendations Issued as a result of the
to prevent only penetration by automo- Safety Board's special study, "Recrea-
biles. This accident demonstrates the tIonal Boat Accidents, Boating Safety
need for periodic reassessment of desig- Programs. and Preventive Recommenda-
nated hazardous materials routes. How- tions." The recommendations were based
ever, suitable guidelines for selection or on the Board's analysis of Coast Guard
review of hazardous materials routes are boatingaccidentrepartsnd asked Coast
not available. Accordingly, the' Board Puard for safety standards promulgated
recommended that the Federal Highway iulder recreational boating safety legis-
reomndtrat: elation that would include requirementsA dnistratn o for design and construction of fuel tanks,Expedite past recommendatlons of th~e and piping, carburetor back~fire ax-
Safety Board regarding the adoption of andtorpind ventilato o fge and
standards for bridge barrier systems that retors, and ventilation of engine and
require new Installations to comply with fuel tank spaces (M-69-41); require-
performance standards. (H-77-4) ments for electrical wiring and equip-

In consultation with State and local gov- ment In closed spaces containing flam-
ernmenta, estabUh hlighway design criteria mable liquids or vapors (M-69-4_2); and
for the selection, location. and placement of requirements for minimum visibility re-
traffic barrier systems that will redirect and quirements from the operator's locationi
prevent penetration when struck by heavy (M-69-43).
vehicles. The criteria for preventing vehicle
penetration should consider the human ex- In answer to M-69-41 and M-69-42,
posuro to injury and the effects of hazardous Coast Guard states that final rules for
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boat fuel and electrical, systems were
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER last
January 31 (42 FR 5940). A copy of the
final rule is attached to Coast Guard's
letter.

Re M-69-43, Coast Guard states that
visibility from the helm has been identi-
fied by the operatbr as a major con-
tributor in 20 percent of the collision
accidents studied in depth during 1976.
Coast Guard reports, "The control sta-
tion design guideline and collision educa-
tion projects which are currently in prog-
ress will include recommendations for
reducing interference with visibility. The
in-depth studies of collision accidents are
being continued in order to improve the
data base for further decisions in this
area."

Pipeline Safety Recommendations P-
76-76 and P-76-77, issuedto the Jackson
Parish Police Jury, Jone~boro, Loulsi-
ana.-The Police Jury letter of April 12
Is in response to a recent Safety Board
request for written data regarding imple-
mentation of these recommendations.
The recommendations resulted from In-
vestigation of the Cartwright, Louisiana,.
pipeline accident last August 9 involving
the rupture of a 20-inch natural gas line,
struck by a Police Jury road grader used,
for cleaning ditches. (See 41 FR 48616,
November 4, 1976.)

Re P-76-76, which asked the Jury to
cease grading operations on its roads
until a -plan is developed and imple-
mented to notify "operators of buried
facilities at least 2 working days before
excavating near their facilities, 4the Jury
reports that it "immediately ceased all
operations around any type of trans-
mission line." All operators were in-
structed not to operate any equipment on
or around any utility lines or transmis-
sion lines, according to the Jury letter.
Also, each operator was presented with
a detailed map showing all transmission
lines In the Parish and instructed not to
operate around these lines. The Jury
further states; "Before any work is per-
formed near any utility line, company.
officials are notified and an inspection is
made by company personnel. Then and
only then is any work performed near
any utility lines."

Re P-76-77, calling, for Instruction of
operators of excavation equipment in
safety precautions that should be taken
when working near buried facilities and
provision of information as to location
and probable depth of such facilities,
again the Jury states that it immediately
instructed all operators not to work near
any utility line. Also, all operators were,
presented with detailed maps showing all
utility lines. in the Parish. The Jury
states, "When any utility line is en-
countered, each operator has been in-
structed to cease all operation until a
company representative is on the scene."

Pipeline, Safety Recommendation P-
76-101, issued jointly to the Secretary,
U.S. Department of Transportation, and
to the State of Maine Public Utilities
Commission.-This recommendation re-
sulted from Safety Board investigation
of a flash fire which occurred last Au-
gust 13 in the basement of a house In
Bangor, Maine, after liquefied petroleum

gas, admixed with air at 7-inches water-
column pressure, escaped from a severely
corroded segment of a 12/g-inch bare steel
service line at the basement wall. (See
42 FR 5158, January 27, 1977.)

Recommendation P-76-01 called for
DOT, in conjunction with the Maine
Public Utilities Commission, to monitor
the compliance actions taken by Maine
Utility Gas Company to Insure that it
has established operations and mainte-
nance records as required by 49 CFR Part
192.

Letter'of April 20 from the Public Utili-
ties Commission provides a copy of its
decision issued April 19, 1977, following
investigation of certain safety practices
of the Maine Utility Gas Company of
Bangor. The ordering paragraphs of the
Commission's decision are that the Maine
Utility Gas Company shall-

1. Immediately institute a leakage survey
of all active gas services, active meter set
assemblies, and available openings in cellar
walls near the gas service entrance. This sur-
vey is to include sampling of the subsurface
atmosphere adjacent to the service pipe,
through bar holes, at the main, at the out-
side of the cellar wal, nd at no greater
than 5' intervals from the main to the cellar
wall along the route of the service pipe. Any
indication of gas leakage discovered shall
be treated as noted In paragraph 2 of this
Order. The survey is to be completed and
results submitted to this Commission no later
than September 1, 1977.

2. Reline, through Insertion of plastic pipe
or replace by the relaying of a new, coated,
cathodically protected, steel service line, any
active gas service requiring attention because
of low gas pressure, low gas flow, or indication
of gas leakage between the main and the
service tee.

3. Have the option of relining with plastic,
or replacing any active service where wall-
to-wall pavement or other physical location
peculiarities would render a leakage surve as
required in paragraph 1 to be uneconomic or
impractical.

4. Submit to this Commission within 30
days from the date of this Order a program
to accomplish the cutting off of all remaining
inactive services as soon as possible.

5. Determine through the use of an ap-
priate odor detecting apparatus that the odor
intensity of the gas in the extremities of
the distribution systems is such as to be
readily detectable at a gas-in-air concentra-
tion of one-fifth of the lower explosive limit,
and periodically sample the intensity at rep-
resentative locations to insure that such con-
centration is maintained.

6. Maintain or -augment Its work force
sufficient to carry on the normal operation
of the Company concurrent with the pro-
grams outlined in paragraphs 1 through 5 of
this Order.

7. Immediately bring the Company into
compliance with Corrosion Control require-
ments of 49 CFR Part 192, subpart I.

8. File monthly progress reports of its do-
ngs under the provisions of paragraphs 1
through 7, above.

9. File monthly reports showing unac-
counted for gas, service cut offs, and number
of leaks repaired in a timely and complete
manner.

10. Failure to comply with provisions 1
.through 9 of this Order will result in the
Commission's immediately seeking a con-
tempt citation pursuant to 85 MI.R.S.A. 352.

No.-The above consists of summaries
of Safety Board documents made aVallable,
and safety recommendation responses re-
cleved, during the week preceding publica-
tion of this notice in the FDEAL RmxSEa.

The aviation special study and the Safety
Board recommendation letter in their en-
tirety are available to the general public:
single copies ,are obtainable without
charge. Copies of the full text of responses
to recommendations may be obtained at a
cost of $4.00 for service and 100 per pago for
reproduction. All requests must be in writing,
identified by the recommendation number
and date of publication of this notice In the
Fns=AL REorsTn. Address inquiries to:
Public Inquiries Section, National Trans-
portation Safety Board, Washington, D.C.
20594.

Multiple copies of the special study may be
purchased by mail from the National Tech-
nical Information Service, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151.

(Sees. 304(a) (2), 307, Independent Safety
Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 03-633, 80 Stat.
2169,' 2172 (49 U

.S.O. 1903, 1000)).)

MARGARET L. ISHER,
Federal Register

Liaison Offlcer.
MAY 2, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-12948 Filed 5-4--778:45 am)

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

MIXED OXIDE FUEL

Order

On April 7, 1977, President Carter
issued a "Statement on Nuclear Power
Policy," a copy of which Is attached.'
The Statement deals In Part with sub-
ject matter similar to that of the CoM-
mission's November 11, 1975 policy state-
ment on mixed oxide fuel, 40 FR 53050,
and the related ongoing proceeding- on
the generic environmental statement on
mixed oxide fuel (GESMO). A copy of
the November 11 statement Is also
attached. .

The issues raised by the President's
statement are sufflciently fundamental
that Comnission guidance Is called for.
The Commission therefore Intends to
assess the impact of the President's
statement on the entire November 11,
1975 policy statement. Thus the future
course and scope of GESMO, the review
of recycle-related license applications,
and the matter of interim licensing will
-all be among the topics subject to Com-
mission scrutiny. Public contribution to
this assessment will aid the Commission
in the formulation of sound policy. Ac-
cordingly, all GESMO participants and
other interested persons are Invited to
submit their views on the Impact of the
President's statement on the Novern-
ber 11, 1975 policy statement In com-
ments filed by June 3, 1977. Comments
are invited on all aspects of this matter
including, for example, whether the
GESMO proceeding should continue or
at what point it might be suspended If
suspension were appropriate.

proper evaluation of the President's
statement also requires that the Commis-
sion obtain the views of the Executive
Branch on matters, such as the conduct
of foreign policy, which are the respon-
sibility of the Executive Branch and
which may impact on the Commission's

I Attachment filed as part of the original
document.
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statutory obligations. The Commission is
inviting the Executive Branch to submit
its views in a public filing which the
Commission will serve on all GESmO
participants and place in the Public
Document Room. In addition, the Com-
mission may be briefed by representa-
tives of the Executive Branch in a closed
session covering classified national secu-
rity matters that bear on the Novem-
ber 11 policy statement.

On April 12, 1977, the GESMO Hear-
ing Board postponed the ongoing
GESMO hearings until further notice"
Such further notice will be issued by the
Commission, which intends to perform
its assessment of the November 11 policy
statement as promptly as possible con-
sistent with reasoned decisionmaking.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 3rd
day-of May 1977.

For the Commission.

SAMUEL J. CHILK,
SecretarY of the Commission.

[FR Doc.77-13094 Piled S-1-77;9:45 am]

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR
SAFEGUARDS REACTOR FUEL SUB-
COMMI'TEE

Meeting
In accordance with the purposes of

sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic En-
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.), the
ACRS Reactor Fuel Subcommittee will
hold an open meeting-on May 20, 1977
In Room 1046, 1717 H Street, N.W.,
Washington, DC-20555. The purpose of
this meeting is to discuss a variety of
subjects pertaining to reactor fuels in-
bluding, for example, fuel surveillance
and effects of fission gas release rates
for high burnup levels of fuel.

The agenda for subject meeting shall
be as follows:

Friday, May 20, 1977, 8:30 am. until
the conclusion of business.-The Sub-
committee, with any of its consultants
who may be present, will meet in Execu-
tive Session to exchange opinions and
discuss preliminary views and recom-
mendations relating to the above evalu-
ation.

At the conclusion of the Executive
Session, the Subcommittee will meet to

-hear presentations by representatives of
the NRC Staff and their consultants and
will hold discussions with them perti-
nent to its review.

Practical considerations may dictate
alterations in the above agenda. The
Chairman is empowered to conduct the
meeting in a manner.that, in his judge-
ment, will facilitate the orderly conduct
of business, includihg provisions to carry

2 On April 12, 1977, the Public Interest Re-
search Group (PING), a GESMO partlclpant,'
filed a motion with the Hearing Board ask-
ing that the GESI1O proceeding be termi-
nated" because of the President's statement.
The motion included a request that, if ap-
propriate, the matter be certified to the
Commission. Pursuant to paragraph 4(k) of
the GESMO Notice of Hearing, 41 FR 1133,
the Commission hereby directs the Board to
certify the PIRG motion to the Commission.

over an uncompleted session from one
day to the next,

The Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards is an independent group es-
tablished by Congress to review and re-
port on each application for a construc-
tion permit and on each application for
an operating license for a reactor facility
and on certain other nuclear safety
matters. The Committee's reports be-
come a part of the public record. Al-
though ACRS meetings are ordinarily
open to the public and provide for oral
or written statements to be considered
as a part of the Committee's informa-
tion gathering procedure concerning the
health and safety of the public, they are
not adjudicatory type hearings such as
are conducted by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board as part of the Commis-
sion's licensing process. ACRS meetings
do not normally treat matters pertain-
ing to environmental Impacts outside
the safety area.

With respect to public participation In
the meeting, the following requirements
-shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written
statements regarding the agenda may
d6 so by providing a readily reproducible
copyz to the Subcommittee at the begin-
ning of the meeting. Comments should
be limited to safety related areas within
the Committee's purview.

Persons desiring to mail written com-
ments may do so by sending a readily re-
producible copy thereof in time for con-
sideration at this meeting. Comments
postmarked no later than May 13, 1977
to Ar. Thomas G. McCreless, ACRS,
NRC, Washington, DC 20555, will nor-
mally be received in time to be consid-
ered at this meeting.

(b) Persons desiring to make an oral
statement at the meeting should make
a written request to do so, Identifying
the topics and desired presentation time
so that appropriate arrangements can
be made. The Subcommittee will receive
oral statements on topics relevant to its
purview at an appropriate time chosen
by tfie Chairman.

(c) Further Information regarding
topics to be discussed, whether the meet-
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled,
the Chairman's ruling on requests for
the opportunity to present oral state-
ments and the time allotted therefor can
be obtained by a prepaid telephone call
on May 19, 1977 to the Office of the
Executive Director of the Committee
(telephone 202/634-1374, Attn: Bir.
Thomas G. McCreless) between 8:15 am.
and 5:00 p.m. e.d.t.

(d) Questions may be propounded
only b members of the Subcommittee
and its consultants.

(e) The use of still, motion picture,
and television cameras, the physical
installation and presence of which will
not interfere with the conduct of the
meeting, will be permitted both before
and after the meeting and during any
recess. The use of such equipment will
not, however, be allowed while the meet-
Ing is In session. Recordings will be
permitted only during those sessions of

the meeting when a transcript is being
kept,.

(f) A copy of the transcript of the
meeting where factual information is
presented and a copy of the minutes of
the meeting will be available for inspec-
tion on or after May 27,1977 and August
22, 1977, respectively, at the NRC Public
Document Room, 1717 H St., NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20555.

Copies may be obtained upon payrhent
of appropriate charges.

Daled: May 2,1977.
Jom C. Hoyrz, lk.

Advisory Committee
Management Offcer.

IFR Dcc.77-12991 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR
SAFEGUARDS SUBCOMMITTEE ON
ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, CONTROL AND
INSTRUMENTATION

Meeting
In accordance with the purposes of

sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic
Energy Act (42 US.C. 20339, 2232 b.) the
ACRS Subcommittee on Electrical Sys-
tems, Control and Instrumentation, and
any of its consultants who may be pres-
ent, will meet the representatives of the
NRC Staff, Combustion Engineering,
Inc. (CE), and the Arkansas Power and
LIght Company (AP&L) on May 20,
1977 at the Combustion Engineering Fa-
cillty in Windsor, CT. This meeting will
be closed to the public.

The agenda for the meeting shall be
as follows:

Friday, May 20, 1977, 8:30 am. until
the conclusion of business-The Sub-
committee and its consultants will hold
a generic discussion with repreesntatives
of CE and the _NRC Staff regarding
proprietary information on the CE Core
Protection Calculator System (CPCS).
The Subcommittee may also discuss
proprietary information with AP&L rep-
resentatives concerning the application
of the CPCS to the Arkansas Nuclear
One, Unit 2, Nuclear Power Plant.

Persons with agreements or orders
permitting accress to proprietary infor-
mation may attend portions of the meet-
ing where this material is being discussed
upon confirmation that such agreements
are effective and relate to the material
being discussed.

The Executive Director of the ACRS
should be informed of such an agree-
ment at least 3 days prior to the meet-
ing so that the agreement can be con-
firmed and a determination can be made
regarding the applicability of this agree-
ment to the material that will be dis-
cussed during the meeting. Minimum in-
formation provided should include in-
formation regarding the date of the
agreement, 'the scope of material in-
cluded in the agreement, the project or
projects involved, and the names and
titles of the persons signing the agree-
ment. Additional information may be
requested to identify the specific agree-
ment involved. A copy of the executed
agreemejit should be provided to the
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designated Federal employee at the be-
ginning of the meeting.

Persons wishing to submit written
statements regarding the agenda may do
so by sending a readily reproducible copy
in time for consideration at this meet-
ing. Comments postmarked no later than
May 13, 1977 to Mr. G. R. Quttschreiber,
ACRS, NRC, Washington, DC 20555 will
normally be received in time to be con-
sidered at this meeting.

I have determined n accordance with
Sulisection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463
that it Is necessary to close this meeting
as noted above to protect proprietary
information (5 U.S.C. 552b(c) (4)).
Separation of factual information and
Information considered exempt from
disclosure under exemption (4) of 5
U.S.C. 552b(c) is not considered practical

Dated: May 3,1977.
Jomq C. HOYLE,

Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc.77-12990 Filed 5-4-T7;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-348A, 50-364A]
ALABAMA POWER CO. (JOSEPH M.

FARLEY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2)
Resumption of Antitrust Evidentiary ear-

Ings (Remedy Phase, License Condi-
tions)

APRIL 27, 1977.
Take notice that, pursuant to the

Board's Initial Decision (Antitrust) en-
tered herein April 8, 1977, finding that
the activities under the licenses for the
Joseph M. Farley Nuclear Plant, Units 1
and 2, would create or maintain a situa-
tion inconsistent with specified antitrust
laws and that further proceedings must
be promptly held to specify the exact
nature of relief regarding license condi-
tions under Section 105c of the Atomic
Energy' Act of 1954, as amended, 42
U.S.C. Section 2135(c), further evi-
dentiary hearing will be conductad to
commence at 10:00 am., local time, on
Monday, May 9, 1977 at the Moot Court-
room, University of Virginia School of
Law, Arlington Boulevard, Room 108,
Charlottesville, Virginia 22901.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 27th day
of April 1977.

It is so ordered.
For the Atomic Safety and Licensing

Board.
MARSHALL E. MILLER,

Acting Chairman.
[Fn Doc.77-12992 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-255]

CONSUMERS POWER CO.
Proposed Issuance of Amendment to

Provisional Operating License
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-

sion (the Commission) Is considering
Issuance of amendment to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR,-20, Issued to
Consumers Power Company (the Il-
censee), for operation of the. Palisades

Plant (the facility), located in Van
Buren County, Michigan.

The amendment would extend the
steam generator tube inspection period
from 15 to 20 months from the date of
initial criticality after March 15, 1976.
In effect, the inspection would be de-
layed from August 1977 to January 1978.1 Prior to Issuance of the. proposed
amendment, the Commission will have
made the findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act), and the Commission's rules
and regulations.

By June 6, 1977, the licensee may file
a request for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by this
proceeding may file a request for a hear-
ing In the form of a petition for leave to
intervene with respect to the issuance
of the amendment to the subject provi-
sional operating license. Petitions for
leave to Intervene must be filed under
oath or affirmation in accordance with
the provisions of § 2.714 of 10 CPR Part 2
of the Commission's regulations. A peti-
tion for leave to intervene must set
forth the interest of the petitioner in
the proceeding, how that interest may be
affected by, the results of the proceeding,
and the petitioner's contentions with re-
spect to the proposed licensing action.
Such petitions must be filed in accord-
ance with the provisions of this FEDERA
REGISTER notice and Section 2.714, and
must be filed with the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec-
tion, by the above date. A copy of the
petition and/or request for a hearing
should be sent to the Executive Legal
Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555, and to
T. L Miller, Esquire, 1sham, Lincoln &

Beale, Suite 4200, One First National
Plaza, Chicago, Illinois 60670 and J. L.
Bacon, Esquire, Consumers Power Com-
pany, 212 West Michigan Avenue, Jack-
son, Michigan 49201, the attorneys for
the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene must
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit
which Identifies the specific aspect or
aspects of the proceeding as to which
intervention is desired and specifies with-
particularity the facts on which the peti-
tioner relies as to both his interest and
his contentions with regard to each as-
pect on which intervention Is requested.
Petitions stating contentions relating
only to matters outside the Commission's
jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the
Commission or licensing board, desig-
nated by the Commission or by the.
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions
will be considered to determine whether
a hearing should be noticed, or another
appropriate order issued regarding the
disposition of the petitions.

In the event that a hearing is held and
a person Is permitted to intervene, he
becomes a party to the proceeding and
has a right to participate fully in the
conduct of the hearing. For example, he
may present evidence and examine and
cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for amend-
ment dated April 1, 1977, which Is avail-
able for public inspection at the Com-
mission's Public Document Room, 1717
H Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20555
and at the Kalamazoo Public Library,
315 South Rose Street, Kalamazoo,
Michigan 49006.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 28th day
of April 1977.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

A. SCHWENcrn,
Chief, Operating Reactors

Branch No. 1, Division o1
Operating Reactors.

IF Doc.77-12993 Filed 5-4-77,8:46 ami

OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS
POLICY

U.S. INMARSAT PREPARATORY
COMMITTEE WORKING GROUP

Meeting
Notice Is hereby given that the U.S. IN-

MARSAT Preparatory Committee Work-
Ing Group will meet at 10 am., In Room
642, Office of Telecommunications Policy,
1800 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., on
Thursday, May 26, 1977.

The principal agenda Items will be:
(1) A report on the flrat session of the
INMARSAT Preparatory Committee
Technical Panel held n Paris from 9-13
May, 1977; (2) A report on the first ses-
sion of the NMARSAT Preparatory
Committee Economic, Marketing and
Financial Panel held in Paris from 9-13
May 1977; (3) Finalization of prepara-
tory work for the first session of the IN-
MARSAT Preparatory Committee or-
ganizational Panel to be held in Oslo
from 13-17 June 1077; and (4) other
business which might be raised at the
meeting.

The meeting will be open to the public;
any member of. the public will be per-
mitted to file a written statement with
the Working Group before or after the
meeting. The names of the members of
the Working Group, a copy of the
agenda, a summary of the meeting and
other information pertaining to the
meeting may be obtained from Mr. Wil-
liam T. Adams, Office of Telecommunica-
tions Policy, Washington, D.C. 20504,
Tel: 202-395-3782.

L. DANIEL O'NEILL,
Advisory Committee

Management Officcr,
[Fi Doc.77-1286 Filed 6-4-77,8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Agency for International Development

[Amidt. to Delegation ot Authority No, 08J
DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR AND
ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATORS

Delegation of Authority
Pursuant to the authority delegated to

me by Delegation of Authority No. 104 of
November 3, 1961, as amended, from the
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Secretary of State (25 FR 10608) and In
accordance with the provisions of section
624(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2384), it is
directed as follows:

Iu the event of the absence, death, res-
ignation, or disability of the Administra-
tor, the following designated officers of
the Agency for International Develop-
ment shall, in the order of succession n-
dicated, act as Administrator:

(1) Deputy Administrator,
(2) Assistant Administrator, Bureau

for Intra-Governmental and Interna-
tional Affairs,

(3) Assistant Administrator for Pro-
gram and Policy Coordination,

(4) Assistant Administrator for Pro-
gram and Management Services,

(5) Assistant Administrator, Bureau
for Latin America,

(6) Assistant Administrator, Bureau
for Near East,

(7) Assistant Administrator, Bureau
for Asia,

(8) Assistant Administrator, Bureau
for Africa. =

This Delegation of Authority amends
and supersedes Delegation of Authority
No. 98 of November 11, 1975 (40 FR
58869, December 19, 1975).

This Delegation of Authority is effec-
tive immediately.

Date: April 28, 1977.
JOHN J. GILLIGAN,

Administrator.
[FR Doc.77-12912.7fled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

GRANT FUNCTIONS NO. 99.1.82
Redelegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me as Director, Office of Contract Man-
agement, under Redelegation'of Author-
ity No. 99.1 (38 FR 12836) from the As-
sistant Administrator for Program and
Management Services of the Agency for
International Development, I hereby
redelegate to the principal AI-D. Officer
In the Bahamas. Bolivia, Brazil, Chile,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Re-
public, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guate-
mala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Ja-
maica, Nicaragua, -Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, and ROCAP/Guatemala, authority
to execute Operational Program Grants
(OPGs), as defined in Appendix 7A,
Chapter-7, of Handbook 3, Project As-
sistance, on the following basis:

1. OPGs up to -the present level' of
grant authority held by the principal
A.D. Officer under current redelegation
from the Director, Office of Contract
M Management.

2. OPGs up to $250,000, where the
services of an Area Contracting Officer,
a contracting officer on TDY from A.I.D./
Wasflington, or a Regional Legal Advisor
are utilized.

This authority shall be exercised in
accordance with the procedures of Chap-
ter 4 of Handbook 13, Grants, and with
other regulations, procedures, and poli-
cies, now or hereafter established, modi-
fied, and promulgated -within A.I.D.

The authority herein redelegated may
be exercised by the principal AID. Of-
ficer's chief deputy, or by duly authorized
persons performing the functions of the

'principal AID. Officer In an acting ca-
pacity. The authority may not be further
redelegated.

This Redelegation of Authority shall
be effective on the date of signature.

Dated: April 27,1977.
HUE L DWzELLE

Director, Office of
Contract Management.

[FR Doc.77-12913 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Agency for International Development
[Redelegation of Authority No. 162-4]

MISSION DIRECTOR, USAID/EGYPT
Redelegatlon of Authority, Correction

In FR Doe. 76-33066, appearing at
page 49688 In the Issue of November 10,
1976, the Redelegation of Authority No.,
printed as 164-6, should read 162-4, as
set forth above.

Dated: April 26, 1977.
Lr.sLr A. GaNT,

Authorized Representative.
[F Doc.77-12892 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
[Public Notice Crd-7/64]

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON INTERNA-
TIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Meeting
The International Industrial Property

Panel of the Department of State's Ad-
visory Committee on International Intel-
lectual Property will meet n open session
on June 1, 1977, at the Department of
State in Conference Room 1205 from
9:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Arrangements can
be made to continue the meeting after
lunch if the Panel so desires.

The Purpose of this open meeting will
be to discuss the following topics:

1. The proposed revision of the Paris In-
dustrial Property Convention;

2. The UNCTAD Code of Conduct on trans-
fer of technology;

3. The OECD Vorking Party 7 on Restric-
tive Business Practices as they relate to
trademarks;

4. The conference on International Eco-
nomic Cooperation: Industrial Property;

5. The WIPe Diplomatic Conference.: A
Microorganisms; B. Revision of the Nice
Agreement (for trademark classification).

The public attending may, as time per-
mits and subject to the Instructions of
the Chairman, participate In the discus-
sions or may submit their views In writ-
ing to the Chairman prior to or at the.
meeting for later consideration by the
Committee.

Members of the public who plan to at-
tend the melting will be admitted up to
the limits of the conference room's ca-
pacity. Entrance to the Department of
'State building is controlled and entry
will be facilitated if arrangements are
made in advance of the meeting. Mem-
bers of the general public who plan to

attend the meeting are requested to pro-
vide their name, affiliation and address
to Mr. L. Stuart Allan, Office of Business
Practices, Department of State, tele-
phone (202), 632-3491 prior to May 27,
1977. All non-government attendees at
the meeting should use the C Street En-
trance to the building.

Dated: April 28, 1977.
HARVE J. WIN=,
Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-12891 Filed 54-77;8:45 aml

[Public Notice No. CM-7/63l

OVERSEAS SCHOOLS ADVISORY
COUNCIL
Meeting

The Executive Committee of the Over-
seas Schools Advisory Council, Depart-
ment of State, will meet Wednesday.
June 1, 1977, 9:30 AM In the Twelfth
Floor Conference Room at the U.S. Mis-
sion to the United Nations, 799 United
Nations Plaza, New York, New York
10017.

Agenda Items scheduled for discussion
are as follows:

I. Welcome to Council Members, Ex-
planation of the Purpose of the Meeting
and Report on Advisory Committee
Hearing Concerning OSAC on April 8,
1977.

IL Cooperation Extended by U.S. Mis-
sions Overseas.

IL. Status Report Including Review
of Period 1968/1976.

IV. Report Issued and Distributed by
/I/D/E/A/.

V. The Second Phase of OSAC's Pro-
gram of Assistance to the Overseas
Schools and the U.S. Business and Foun-
daton Community.

A. Progress Report Relating, to Local
Fund-Raising Activities Planned by the
Schools and Participation of the Re-
glonalAssoclations.

B. Further Discussion of Specific
Projects To-Be Undertaken by the Coun-
cil

C. Letter from Council to 1300 U.S.
Business Corporations and Foundations,
Enclosing a Directory of American-
Sponsored Overseas Schools, and a Sam-
ple of Updated Fact Sheet.

D. Ftmd-Raising Handbook To BeDis-
tributed to Each of the Overseas Schools
That Partelpated in the Council's "Fair
Share" Program.

E. Other Business.
VL Selection of Date for Full Council

Meeting.
For purposes of fulfilling building se-

curity requirements, anyone wishing to
attend the meeting should call Ms. Judy
Knott Oflce of Overseas Schools, De-
partment of State, Washington, D.C.,
Area Core 703-235-9600, prior June 1.
The public may participate in discus-
slons at the Chairman's instructions.

Dated: April 15,1977.
ERZST N. MsANINNo,

Executive Secretary,
Overseas Schools AdiVsOimy Council.

IPRDoc.'7-12890 Filed 5-4-T7;8:45 aml
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[COD 77-0921

NATIONAL BOATING SAFETY ADVISORY
, COUNCIL

Cancellation of Meetings
Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the

Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. 1) the Coast
Guard published notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER on April 21, 1977 (42 FR 20696)
of the meeting of the National Boating
Safety Advisory Council to be held on
May 24-25, 1977, in Annapolis, Maryland
and of the meeting of the National
Boating Safety Advisory Councils
Capacity Label Subcommittee to be held
on May 23, 1977 In Annapolis, Maryland.

These meetings are hereby cancelled.
Rescheduling the meetings of the full
Council and the Capacity Label Sub-
committee will be postponed until late
bummer.

The Coast Guard will, however, hold a
meeting of the Council's Visual Distress
Signal Subcommittee in order to con-
tinue the work on this important boat-
Ing safety rulemaking project. Notice of
this meeting also appears n this Issue
of the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 2,
1977.

D. F. LAU,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,

Chief, Office of Boating SafetY.
[PR Doc.77-12896 Filed 5-4--77;8:45 am]

[CGD 77-0901
NATIONAL BOATING SAFETY ADVISORY

COUNCIL; VISUAL DISTRESS SIGNAL
SUBCOMMITTEE

Meeting
Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the

Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. 1) notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Na-
tional Boating Safety Advisory Council's
visual Distress Signal Subcommittee to
be held on Monday, May 23, 1977, at the
Maryland Marine Police Academy,
Matapeake, Maryland. The meeting is
scheduled at begin at 1 pmn and adjourn
at 5 p .

The purpose of this meeting is to re-
view and discuss the Coast Guard draft
notice of proposed rulemaking on visual
distress signals. Attendance is open to
the interested public.

With the approval of the Chairman
of the Council, members of the public
ny present oral statements at this
meeting. Persons wishing to attend and
persons wishing to present oral state-
ments should notify, not later than the
day before the meeting, and Information
may be obtained from Commander M.
Tubela, Jr, Executive Director, Na-
tlonal Boating Safety Advisory, Council,

NOTICES

U.S. Coast Guard (G-BA), Washington,
D.C. 20590, or by calling 202-426-1080.

Issued-In Washington, D.C. on May 2,
1977.

D.71. LAuH,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,

Chief, office of Boating SaletV.
[Pr Doe.77-12897 Piled 5-4--77;8:45 am]

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAM

Amendment of Qualified Products List of
Evidential Breath Measurement Devices:
Correction
In FR Doc. 77-5725 appearing at page

11303 of the FEDERAL REGISTER of Febru-
ary 28, 1977, the first two sentences of
the third paragraph of the preamble read
incorrectly. The sentences are hereby
corrected to read as follows:

This amendment is needed because of con-
fusion as to the status of the Intoxilyzer
Model 4011 Breath Test Device formerly man-
ufactured by Omicron Systems, Inc. Omicron
Systems. Inc. vwas acquired by CAI, Inc, but
the Intoxilyzer Model 4011 continued to be
entered on the Qualified Products List with
the manufacturer being Omicron, Inc.

FRED W. VETm, Jr.,
Associate Administrator,

Traffic fSaety Programs.
[FR Doc.77-12657 Piled 5-4-77;8:45 am]

Office of Pipeline Safety Operations

TECHNICAL PIPELINE SAFETY
STANDARDS COMMITTEE
Revised Date for Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463; 5 .U.S.C. App. I), notice is
hereby given that a meeting of theTech-
nical Pipeline Safety Standards Commit-
tee scheduled to be held May 10 and 11,
1977, at 9:00 am, n Conference Room
3201 of the Trans Point Building, 2100
Second Street, S.W, Washington, D.C.
(see 42 FR 21684, April 28, 1977) is re-
scheduled for June 7 and 8, 1977, at the
same time and place. The agenda for this
meeting is as follows: (1) Proposed rule
changes regarding the design for'plastic
pipelines (see 42 FR 8386), (2) Estab-
lishing new rules for conversion of -pipe-
lines to gas service (see 42 FR 15932), (3)
Procedures for implementing regulatory
reform Policy III -see 41 FR 16200) and
for proposing plpeline safety standards;
and (4) Establishing rulemaking priori-
ties.

Attendance Is open to -the interested
public but limited to the space available.
With the approval of the Chairman,
members of the public may present oral
statements at the meeting. Persons wish-
ing to attend or present oral &tatements
should notify, not later than 3:00 pn.
June 6, 1977, and information may be
obtained from, David A. Watson, Office
of Pipeline Safety Operations, 2100 Sec-
ond Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590,

'(202) 426-2392. Any member of the pub-
li may present a written statement to
the Committee at any time.

Issued In Washington, D.C. on May,
3, 1977.

CESAR DnLE0l ,
Acting Director, Offico

of Pipeline SalctV Operations.
[ I0oc.77-12982 Filed 5-4-47:8:45 amI

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms

[Notice No. 77-9; Roferonco: ATP 0
1100.47A]

DISCLOSURE OF TRADE NAME
INFORMATION

Delegation Order

1. Purpose. This order delegates to
regional regulatory administrators the
authority to disclose the true Identity of
companies authorized to use trado
names.

2. Cancellation. ATF 0 1100.47, Dele-
gation Order-Disclosure of Trade Namo
Information, dated Sepitember 11, 1I75,
is canceled. (40 FR 43235)

3. Discmson. Treasury Department
Order No. 221, effective July 1, 1972, and
26 CFR 301.9000-1 delegated the Direc-,
tor, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms the authority to disclose AT?
records or Information upon rejuest or
demand, and to redelegate such author-
ity.

4. Delegation. a. Pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to the Director, Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, by
Treasury Department Order No. 221, ef-
fective July 1, 1972, and 26 CFR 301.-
9000-1, all regional regulatory adminis-
trators are delegated the authority to
disclose, upon request, the true Identity
(name and address) of companies au-
thorized to use trade names.

b. This authbrity may be redelegated,
but not below the chief, technical serv-
Ices level.

Effective Date: This order becomes ef-
fective on April 29, 1977.

Signed: April 29, 1977.
Rrx D. DAVIS,

Director.

[IP1 DIc.77-12862 Filed -4--77;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 77-10; Referenco ATF 0
1100.63A]

ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF
OFFERS IN COMPROMISE

Delegation Order
1. Purpose. This order delegates tho

authority to accept or reject certain of-
fers in compromise of liabilities incurred
under Chapters 51, 52, 53, and 78 of the
Internal Revenue Code, and of liabilities
Incurred under the Federal Alcohol Ad-
ministration Act.

2. Cancellation. ATF 0 1100.03, Dele-
gation Order-Acceptance or Rejection
of Offers in Compromise, dated Juno 22,
1976, Is canceled. (41 M, 26942),
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3. General. The authority to accept or
reject offers in compromise of liabilities
arising under Chapters 51, 52, and 53,
and sections 7652 and 7653 (Chapter 718)
of Title 26 US.C., is vested In the Direc-
tor, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms, by Treasury Department Or-
der No. 221, dated June 6, 1972, and by
26 CFR Section 301.7122-1. The au-
thority to accept or reject offers in com-
promise submitted pursuant to the pro-
visions of the Federal Alcohol, Adminis-
tration Act Is vested in the Director by
Treasury Department Order No. 221,
dated June 6, 1972.

4. Delegation. Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in the Director of ATF by
Treasury Department Order No. 221, sub-
ject to the limitations contained in ap-
plicable regulations and procedures,
there is hereby delegated the following
authority relating to offers in compro-
mise of liabilities arising under Chapters
51, 52; 53, and 78 of Title 26 U.S.C., and
liabilities arising under the Federal Al-
cohol Administration Act.

a. Regional Regulatory Administra-
tors.' (1) Each regional regulatory ad-
ministrator is authorized to accept or re-
ject offers in compromise of tax liabilities
arising from:

(a) Chapter 51, Title 26, U.S.C., as fol-
lows:

I Illegal production of untaxpald dis-
tilled spirits, wines, or beer.

2 b'ilure to file returns of, or to pay,
occupational taxes with respect to dis-
tilled spirits, wines, or beer.

(b) Chapter 53, Title 26, U.S.C. (Fire-
arms making, transfer, and occupational
taxes).

(2) Each regional regulatory adminis-
trator Is authorized to accept or reject
offers in compromise of criminal liabili-
ties of retail dealers in liquor arising
from violations of the Internal Revenue
laws relating to liquor, including the re-
filling or reuse of liquor bottles.

(3) Each regional regulatory admin-
.istrator is authorized to accept or reject
offers in compromise of all civil and
criminal liabilt.ties arising under Chap-
ter 52, Title 26, U.S.C. (cigars, cigarettes,
and cigarette papers and tubes).

(4) This authority may not be redele-
gated.

b. Assistant Director, Regulatory En-
forcement. (1) The Assistant Director
(Regulatory Enforcement) is authorized
to accept or reject offers in compromise
of civil and criminal liabilities arising
under Chapters 51, 52, and 53 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code In cases not subject
to compromise by regional regulatory
administrators (including cases where
singular offers are submitted on behalf
of proprietors who are located In dif-
ferent regions), End in cases which coni-
bine liabilitl~s arising under Chapter 51
and the FAA Act. With respect to civil
liability, the authority to accept or reject
such offers in compromise'is limited to
cases in which the liability sought to be
compromised (including any interest,
additional amount, addition to the tax,
or assessable penalty) is less than $100.-
000. This~authority may be redelegated
but not below the division chief level.

(2) The Assistant Director (Regula-
tory Enforcement) Is authorized to ac-

cept or reject offers In compromise of all
liabilities under sections 7/652 and '1653
of the Internal Revenue Code, insofar as
those sections relate to the commodities
subject to tax under Chapters 51, 52, and
53 of the Internal Revenue Code. This
authority may be redelegated, but not
below the division chief level.

(3) The Assistant Director (Regua-
tory Enforcement) is authorized to ac-
cept or reject offers In compromise sub-
mitted pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Alcohol Administration Act (27
U.S.C. 207). This authority may not be
redelegated.

Effective date: This order becomes ef-
fective on April 29, 1977.

Signed: April 29, 1977.

E D. D.wrs,
Director.

[Frn Doc.77-128 Fled 5-4-77;8:45 aml

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
COOPERATIVE STUDIES EVALUATION

"COMMrEE
Meeting

The Veterans Administrafiob gives
notice pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463 that a
meeting of the Cooperative Studies
Evaluation Committee. authorized by 38
U.S.C. 4101. will be held at the Burling-
ton Hotel, Vermont Avenue at Thomas
Circle NW., Washington, D.C., on June 6,
7, and 8, 1977. The meeting will be for
the purpose of reviewing proposed coop-
erative studies and advising the Vet-
erans Administration on the relevance
and feasibility of the studies, the ade-
quacy of the protocols, the scientific
validity and the propriety of technical
details, Including involvement of human
subjects. The Committee advises the Di-
rector, Medical Research Service,
through the Chief of the Cooperative
Studies Program, on its findings.

The meeting will be open to the public
up to the seating capacity of the room
from 8 am. to 8:30 a.m. June 6. to dis-
cuss the general status of the program.
To assure adequate accommodations,
those who plan to attend should contact
Dr. James A. Hagans, Coordinator of the
Committee, Veterans Administration
Central omlce, Washington, D.C. (202-
389-3702) prior to May 27.

The meeting will be closed from 8:30
am. to 5 p.m., June 6 and all day June 7
and 8 for consideration of specific pro-
posals in accordance with provisions set
forth In section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463
and section 552b c) (6) of Title 5, United.
States Code. During this portion of the
meeting, dlscusion and dcislons will
deal with qualifications of personnel
conducting the studies and the medical
records of patients who are study sub-
Jects, the disclosure of which would con-
stitute an invasion of personal privacy.

Dated: April 28, 1977.
By direction of the Administrator.

Rurus H. Wnsozr,
Deputy Admfn~strator.

[R Doc.7-12895 Fled 5-4-7;8:45 amJ
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NOTICES

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION
[Notice No. 383]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
MAY 2, 1977.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
merit, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does -not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the-issues as
presently reflected In the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish-notices of cancellation of
hearings as promptly as possible, but in-
terested parties should take appropriate
steps to insure that they are notified of.
cancellation or postponements of hear-
Ings in which they are interested.
MC 142038 Sub 1, Dario Guerra, d.b.a. Dario

Guerra Transfer, now assigned May 23,197'
at Miami, Florida, will be held in Suite 121
xoger Executive Center, 8400 Northwest
52nd Street, instead of Room 228 Federal
Building, 51 S.W. First Avenue.

MO 141109 Sub 2, Bingham Trucking Corpom-
ration now assigned Mday 9, 1977 at Tupelo,

ississippi is cancelled, application dis-
missed.

MO 120477 (Sub 2), International Transport,
Inc., now being assigned June 13, 1977 (5
days) at New York, New York, in a hear-
Ing room to be later designated.

ROBERT L. OSWALD
Secretary.

[FR Doc.12929 Filed 5-4--77; 8:45 am]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

MyY 2, 1977.
An application, as summarized below,

has been filed requesting relief from the
requirements of section 4 of' the Inter-
state Commerce Act to permit common
carriers named or described In the ap-
plication to maintain higher rates and
charges at intermediate points than-
those sought to be established at more
distant points.

Protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed by
May 20, 1977.
FSA No. 43358-Joint Water-Rail

Container Rates-The East Asiatic
Company. Filed by The East Asiatic
Company, (No. 101), for itself and in-
terested rail carriers. Rates on general
commodities, from ports in Japan and
Korea, to rail and water carrier termi-
nals on the U.S. Atlantic and Gulf Sea-
board. Grounds for relief-Water com-.
petition.

Tariff-Trans-Pacific Freight Con-
ference of Japan/Korea Eastbound In-
termodal tariff No. 1, I.C.C. No. 1, F.M.C.
No. 4.

Rates are published to become effec-
tive on May 29, 1977.

By the. Commission.
ROBERT L. OSWALD,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-12926 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 1641
MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER

PROCEEDINGS
MAY 5, 1977.

Application filed for temporary au-
thority under Section 210a(b) In con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49
CFR Part 1132:

No. MC-FC-77102. By application filed
April-28, 1977, LARRY 0. CHRISTEN-
SEN, an individual, d.b.a. NORTHERN
COURIER SERVICE, P.O. Box 23700,
Minneapolis, MN 55423, seeks temporary
authority to transfer a portion of the
operating rights of Loomis Courier Serv-
ice, Inc., 390 Fourth Street, San Fran-
cisco, CA 94107, under section 210a(b).
The transfer to Larry 0. Christensen, an
Individual, d.b.a. Northern Courier Serv-
ice, of the operating rights of Loomis
Courier Service, Inc., is presently
pending.

By the Commission.
ROBERT L. OSWALD,

-Secretary.
[FR-Doc.77-12927 Filed 6-4-77;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 163]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

The following publications include
motor carrier, water carrier, broker, and
freight forwarder transfer applications
filed under sections 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act.

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) contains a statement
by applicants that there will be no sig-
nificant effect on the quality of the hu.
man environment resulting from ap-
proval of the application.

Protests, against approval of the ap-
plication, which may include a request
for oral hearing, must be filed with the
Commission within 30-days after the
date of this publication. Failure season-
ably to file a protest will be construed
as a waiver of opposition and participa-
tion in. the proceeding. A protest must
be served upon applicants' representa-
tive(s), or applicants (if no such repre-
sentative is named), and the protestant
must certify that such service has been
made.

Unless otherwise specified, the signed
original and six copies of the protest
shall be filed with the Commission. All
protests must specify with particularity
the factual basis, and the section 6f the
Act, or the applicable rule governing the
proposed transfer Which protestant be-
lieves would preclude approval of the
application. If the protest contains h re-
quest for oral hearing, the request shall
be supported by an explanation as to why
the evidence sought to be presented can-
not reasonably be submitted through the
use of affidavits.

The operating rights set forth below
are in synopses form, but are deemed
sufficient to place interested persons on
notice of the proposed transfer.

No. MC-FC-76984, filed April 21, 1977.
Transferee: , COLOR COUNTRY

TOURS, INC., 354 West 00 South,
Cedar City, Utah, 84720. Transferor:
TWA Services, Inc., P.O. Box 400, Cedar
City, Utah, 84720. Transferee's repre-
sentative: John Van Enige, Jr., Presi-
dent, Color Country Tours, Inc., 354
West 600 South, Cedar City, Utah, 84720.
Authority sought for purchase by trans-
feree of the operating rights of trans-
feror, as set forth in Certificate No. MC
102793, Issued January 21, 1974, as fol-
lows: Passengers and their baggage, and
express, and newspapers, In the same
vehicle with passengers, over regular
routes, between Cedar City, Utah and
Lund, Utah, serving all Intermediate
points: From Cedar City over Utah
Highway 19 to Lund, and return over
the same route. The above-described au-
thority to transport passengers was Is-
sued-pursuant to an application filed on
or before January 1, 1967, and therefore
Incidental charter operations In inter-
state or foreign commerce may be con-
ducted under rules and regulations pro-
scribed by the Commission pursuant to
section 208(c) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, as amended November 10,
1966; and Passengers and their baggage,
in charter operations, during the season
extending from June 1 to October 1, both
inclusive of each year, over Irregular
routes, From the Ralbab Forest Post
Office, Ariz. (located on the north rim
of the Grand Canyon), points in the
Zion National Park, points in the Cedar
Breaks National Monument, and points
in the Bryce Canyon National Park,
Utah, to points in that part of Colorado
on and south of a line beginning at the
Colorado-Utah State line and extending
along. U.S. Highway 50 to junction un-
numbered highway (formerly U.S. High-
way 5.0) east of Fruita, Colo., thence
along unnumbered highway via Holland
and Fruit Ridge, Colo., to Grand Junc-
tion, Colo., and thence along U.S. High-
way 50 to Montrose, Colo., and west of
a line extending from Montrose, Colo.,
through Durango, Colo., to the Colorado-
New Mexico State line; points in that
part of New Mexico west of a line ex-
tending from the New Mexico-Colorado
State line south through Pecos, N. Mex.,
and north of a line extending west
through Isleta, N. Mex., to the New Mex-
ieo-Arizona State line; points in that
part of Arizona north of a line extend-
lug from the Arizona-California State
line' (east of Needles, Calif.), to the
Arizona-New Mexico State line (east of
Isleta, N4. Mex.), except points on the
south rim of the Grand Canyon; points
in that part of Nevada on, south and
east of U.S. Highway 91; and points in
Washington, Kane, Garfield, Iron,
Wayne, Grand, San Juan, Sevier, Car-
bon, and Emery Counties, Utah, and re-
turn. Transferee presently holds no au-
thority from this Commission. Applica-
tion has not been filed for temporary
authority under Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC--77018, filed March 10,
1977. Transferee: DAVID DAVIS, an In-
dividual, doing business as QUICK HAUL
OF TEXAS, 1585 Dickinson Rd. (P.O.
Box 699), League City, Tex. 77573.
Transferor: J. D. Hodges Trucking, Inc,
P.O. Box 842, Woodward, Okla. q3801.
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Xpplicants' representative: Mike Cotten,
Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 1148, Austin,
Tex. 78767. Clayte Binion, Attorney at
Law, 1108 Continental Life Bldg., Fort
Worth, Tex. 76102. Authority sought for
purchase by transferee of a portion of
the operating rights of transferor, as, set
forth in Certificates-No. MC 105666, MC
105666 (Sub-No. 5), and MTC 105666
(Sub-No. 6), issued August 27, 1959,
February 14, 1963, and September 9, 1960
respectively, and letter notice 105666
Sub-El as published in the FEDERAL
R.GIsTR July 3, 1975 (effective July 18,
1975) in the name of J. A. Robinson
Sons, Inc., as follows: Oilfield equipment,
between points in those portions of
Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas within

'the territory bounded on the west by the
New Mexico-Texas, New Mexico-Okla-
homa,' Colorado-Oklahoma and Colo-
rado-Kansas State lines, on the north by
U.S. Highways 50 and 50S from the Colo-
rado-Kansas State line to Dodge City to
Sayre, Oklahoma, and on the south by
U.S. Highway 66 from Sayre to the
Texas-New Mexico State line. Machin-
ery, equipment, materias anrd supplies
used in, or in connection with, the dis-
coveiy, development, production, refin-
ing, manufacture, processing, storage,
transmission, and distribution of natural
gas and petroleum and their products
and by-products, machinery, materials,
equipment and supplies used in, or in
connection with the construction, opera-
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance and
dismantling of pipeliies, including the
stringing and picking up of pipe, except
the stringing'or picking up of pipe in
connection with main or truok pipelines.
Between points in that part of Texas on
and north of U.S. Highway 66, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
that part of Oklalhoma west of U.S.
Highway 283 -and north of U.S. Highway
66, and those In that part of Kansas
south of U.S. Highway 66, and 50S and
west of U.S. Highway 283. -Machinery,
equipment, materials, and supplies used
in, or -in connection with, the discovery,
development, production, refining, man-
ufacture, processing, storage, transmis-
sion, and distribution of natural gas and
petroleum and their products and by-
products, and machinery, materials,
equipment, and supplies used in or in
connection with the construction, opera-
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance, dis-
mantling of pipelines, including the
stringing and picking up thereof. Be-
tween points in Oklahoma, Kansas and
Colorado.

Restriction: Restricted against service
between points in Kansas, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Colo-
rado. Machinery, equipment, materials,
and supplies used in or in connection
with the construction, operation, repair,
servicing, maintenance, and dismantling
of pipelines, -other than pipelines used
for the transmission of natural gas, pe-
troleum, their products and by-products,
water or sewerage, restricted to the
transportation of shipments moving to
or from pipeline rights-of-way. Between
p ints in Oklahoma, Kansas and Colo-
rado. Between points in Oklahoma,

Kansas and Texas. Restriction: Re-
stricted against service between points
in Kansas, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Colorado. Machinery,
materials, supplies and equipment Inci-
dental to, or used In, the construction,
development, operation and mainte-
nance of facilities for the discovery, de-
velopment, and production of natural
gas and petroleum- Between points in
Oklahoma, Kansas, and Texas. (1) Ma-
chinery, materials, supplies and equip-
ment, incidental to, or used in, the con-
struction, development, operation, and
maintenance of facilities for the dis-
covery, development, and production of
natural gas and petroleum; and (2) ma-
chinery, equipment, materials, and sup-
plies used in or in connection with the
construction, operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe-
lines, other than pipelines used for the
transportation of natural gas, petroleum,
their products and by-products, water or
sewerage, restricted to the transporta-
tion of shipments moving to or from
pipeline rights-of-way. Between specifled
points in Texas on the one hand. and. on
the other, specified points in Colorado,
and between specified points In Texas on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Colorado on the east of Interstate
Highway 25 (U.S. Highways 85 and 87).
Tranferee presently holds no authority
from this Commission. Application has
not been filed for temporary authority
under Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-7028, filed March 14,1977.
Transferee: RALPH M. RENSING, Box
70, Trenton, 31L 62293. Transferor: F. J.
Hessler & Sons, Inc., 19 North 13th St.,
BelIeville, Il. ApplicantVs representative:
David E. Guymon Attorney at Law, 26 E.
Washington St., Belleville, IL 62220. Au-
thority sought for purchase by transferee
of a portion of the operating rights of
tarnsferor, as set forth in Certificates
Nos. MC 20032 and MC 20032 (Sub-No.
1), issued December 14, 1940, and July 11,
1949 respectively, as follows: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, and except dangerous explosives,
household goods (when transported as a
separate and distinct service in connec-
tion with' so-called "household . mov-
ings"), commodities in bulk, commodities
requiring special equipment, and those
injurious or contaminating to other lad-
ing, between Belleville and Scott Field,
III., and St. Louis, Mo, as follows: From
Belleville over Illinois Highway 13 to East
St. Louis, Ill., thence over city streets to
St. Louis; From Believilie over Illinois
Highway 13 to Junction Illinois Highway
157, thence over Illinois Highway 157 to
East St. Louis, Ill., thence over city
streets to St. Louis; From Belleville over
Illinois Highway 15 to Junction Kings-
highway, thence over Kingshighway to
jinction U.S. Highway 50, thence over
U.S. Highway 50 to St. Louis; From
Belleville over Illinois Highway 13 to
junction Illinois Highway 157, thence
over Illinois Highway 157 to Junction
Illinois Highway 3, thence over Illinois
Highway 3 to East St. Louis, and thence
over city streets to St. Louis; From Scott

Field over St. Clair County State Aid
Route 1 to Junction Illinois Highway 161,
thence over Illinois Highway 161 to Belle-
ville, and thence to St. Louis as specified
above: and return over thcse routes to
Belleville and Scott Field. Service is au-
thorized to and from all intermediate
points betwen BellevIle and East St.
Louis, II., those between Scott Field and
East St. Louis. Ill., without restriction;
East St. Louis, IlL restricted to traffic
moving to or from points other than St.
Louis, Mo. Also over irregular routes:

Mining machinery and supplies, from
St. Louis, Mo., to points and places in
St. Clair County, Ill., with no transporta-
tion for compensation on return except
as otherwise authorized, and household
goods, between St. Louis, Mo, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points and
places in St. Clair County. Ill. Also gen-
eral commodities, except those of unusual
value, dangerous explosives, household
goods as defined in Practices of Motor
Common Carriers of Household goods,
17 ittC.C. 467, and commodities In bulk,
and those requiring special equipment. L
Service is authorized to and from points
in St. Louis County, Mo., within the St.
Louis. Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., Commer-
cial Zone as defined In St. Louis, Mo.-
East St. Louis, Il.. Commercial Zone, 1
M.C.C. 656 and 2 M.C.C. 285, as off-route
points in connection with said carrier
presently authorized regular-route oper-
ations between Belleville and Scott Field,
IL, qnd St. Louis, Mo., 2. all intermediate
points on said carriers authorized regular
routes between Belleville and East St.
Louis, and those between Scott Field, Ill.,
and East SL Louis without restriction, 3.
East St. Louis as an intermediate point
restricted to traffic moving to or from
points other than St. Louis and points in
St. Louis County, Mo. Mining machinery
and supplies, over irregular routes, from
points and places in St. Louis County,
Mo., to points and places in St. Clair
County, II, with no transportation for
compensation on return except as other-
wise authorized. Household goods as de-
fined in Practices of Motor Common Car-
riers of Household Goods, 17 MC.C. 467,
over Irregular routes. Between points and
places in St; Louis County, Mo, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points and
places in St. Clair County, Ill. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary autho~lty under Sec-
tion 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-7'7045, filed April 27, 1977.
Transferee: ARKANSAS TRANSIT
HOMES, INC, 8400 Mabelvale Pie, Lit-
tie Rock, Ark. Transferor: Dale's Enter-
prises, Inc., doing business as Southwest
Mobile Home Transport, Route 6, Box
29A. Texarkana, Texas 75501. Trans-
feree's representative: Harold G. Hernly,
Jr., Attorney at Law, 118 North St
Asaph Street, Alexandria, VA 22314-
Transferors representative: Thomas F.
Sedberry, Attorney at Law. 1102 Perry-
Brooks Bldg, Austin, Tex. 78701. Author-
Ity sought for purchase by transfereL of
the operating rights of transferor set
forth in Certificate No. MC 138378, issued
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,February 26, 1976, as follows: Trailers
designed to be drawn by passenger auto-
mobiles, in secondary movements, be-
tween points In Bowie and Cass Counties,
Tex., and Little River, Hempstead,
Sevier, and Miller Counties, Ark., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and
Texas. Transferee presently holds au-
thority from this Commission under Cer-
tificate of Registration No. MC 96938
(Sub-No. 1). Application has been filed
for temporary authority under Section
210a(b).

No. MC-FC-77060, filed March 31,
1977. Transferee: NEW ENGLAND
TRANSPORT, INC., LTD., P.O. Box 441,
Springfield, Vt. 05156. Transferor: Sav-
age Trucking Company, Inc., Chester
Depot, Vt. 05144. Applicants' representa-
tive: Henry U. Snavely, 410 Pine Street,
Vienna, Va. 22180. Authority sought for
transfer to transferee of a portion of the
operating rights of transferor, as set forth
In certificate No. MC 127616 (Sub-No. 1),
issued December 1, 1972, as follows:
Irregular routes: Lumber, and Forest
Products, Between points in Bennington
and Windham Counties, Vt., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Che-
shire and Hillsboro Counties, N.H., and
those in Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
and Connecticut on and north and west
of line beginning at Plymouth, Mass., and
extending along U.S. Highway 44 to the
Massachusetts-Rhode Island State line,
thence along the Massachusetts-Rhode
Island State line to the Rhode Island
Bristol-Newport County line, thence
along the Bristol-Newport County line
to the Rhode Island Bristol-Kent County
line thence along the Bristol-Kent
County line to the Rhode Island Kent-
Providence County line, thence along the
Kent-Providence County line to the
Rhode Island-Connecticut State line,
thence along the Rhode Island-Connect-
icut State line to junction U.S. Highway
6, thence along U.S. Highway 6 to junc-
tion Alternate U.S. Highway 6, thence
along Alternate U.S. Highway 6 through,
Danielson, Conn., to junction U.S. Right-
way 6, thence along U.S. Highway 6 to
Hartford, Conn., and thence along U.S.
Highway 5 to New Haven, Conn. Be-
tween points in Vermont and New-York
within 30 miles of Fair Haven, Vt., in-
cluding Fair Haven. Between points in
New Hampshire, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Massachusetts
and Vermont.

Logs and lumber, except such of those
commodities as are materials used in
road building, Between * points in
Grafton, Sullivan, Merrimack, Belknap,
Cheshire, Hillsborough, and Carroll
Counties, N.H. and Windsor, Orange,
Windham, and Caledonia Counties, Vt.
From points in Grafton, Sullivan, Mer-
rimack, Belknap, Cheshire, Hillsborough,
and Carroll Counties, N.H., and Wind-
sor, Orange, Windham, and Caledonia
Counties, Vt., to points in Massachusetts,
except lumber from Keene, N.H., to
points in that part of Massachusetts on
and north of U.S. Highway 20, with no
transportation for compensation on re-
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turn except as otherwise authorized
Lumber and logs, From points in New
Hampshire and Vermont, to Cranville,
N.Y, with no transportation for com-
pensation on return except as otherwise
authorized. Rough lumber, From New-
comb and Westport, N.Y., to New York,
N.Y., points on the United States-
Canada Boundary line at or near
Champlain, N.Y., and points in Vermont,
Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Hamp-
shire, Rhode Island, and New Jersey,
with no transportation for compensa-
tion on return except as otherwise au-
thorized. Lumber, Between Newcomb,
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Massachusetts, points in that
-part of Vermont on and south of Ver-
mont Highway 9 and those in that part
of New Hampshire on and south of New
Hampshire Highway 9. Between points
in a specified portion of New York on
the one hand, and on the other, points
in Ohio, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware,
Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey,
New York, Connectiut, Rhode Island,
the District of Columbia, points in that

,part of Vermont North of Vermont
Highway 9 and those in that part of
New Hampshire north of New Hamp-
shire Highway 9. Between points in Ver-
mont, on the one hand, and on the other,
points in Ohio, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, Dela-
ware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jer-
sey, New York, and the District of Col-
umbia (except between those points in
New York, on the one hand, and those
in Vermont on the other as authorized
immediately above). Prefabricated log
buildings, From Hartland, Vt., to points
in Maryland, Maine, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey,
Delaware, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Il-
linois, Michigan, and'Wisconsin, with no"
transportation for compensation on re-
turn except as otherwise authorized.

Lumber and sawmil machinery, Be-
tween Keene, N.H., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Providence R.I., and points
in that part of Massachusetts on and
north of U.S. Highway 20: and Refused
and rejected shipments of the next
above-specified commodities; From the
above-specified destination points to
Keene, N.H., Transferee presently holds
no authority from this Commission. Ap-
plication has not been filed for tempo-
rary authority under Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-77076, filed April 14, 1977.
Transferee: SHIVELY'S SERVICES,
INC., R.D. No. 8, Box 392, Allentown,
Pennsylvania, 18104. Transferor: Jacob
J. Elliott, Jr. and Alvin R. Roth, a part-
nership, doing business as Shively's,
47 E. Union Blvd., Bethlehem, Pennsyl-
vania 18018. Applicant's representative:
David M. Hirshorn, 1110 NW. End Blvd.,
Quakertown, Pennsylvania 18951. Au-
thority sought for purchase by transferee
of the operating rights of transferor, as
set forth in Certificate No. MC 34874
(Sub-No. 5), issued February 10, 1972,
as follows: General commodities, except

cement, commodities In bulk, and motor
vehicles, between Allentown, Pa., on tho
one hand, and, on the othei-, points in
Berks, Bucks, Carbon, Lehigh, Luzerne,
Monroe, Montgomery, Northampton, and
Schuylkill Counties, Pa., and Hunterdon
and Warren Counties, N.J. The certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity
to expire February 10, 1977 to the extent
that authority is granted to transport
Classes A and B explosives. The service
authorized Is subject to the following
conditions: The operations authorized
are limited to the transportation of traf-
fic which has had or will have a prior or
subsequent movement by rail. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority under See-'
tion 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-77078, filed April 12, 1077.
Transferee: C. H. DREDGE & COM-
PANY, INC., 918 South 2000 West, Syra-
cuse, Utah 84041. Transferor: Goodman
Transportation, Inc. (William Thomas
Thurman, Trustee In Bankruptcy), c/o
William Thomas Thurman, 500 Kenne-
cott Building, Salt Lake City, Utah
84133. Applicants' representative: Miss
Irene Warr, 430 Judge Building, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84111. Authority sought
for purchase by transferee of the oper-
ating rights of transferor, as set forth
in Permit No. MC 136915 (Sub-No. 9,
issued April 28, 1976, as follows: Mcatq,
meat products, meat by-product., and
articles distributed by meat packiny-
houses as described in Sections A and C
of Appendix I to the report In Descrip-
tions Motor Carrier dertificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides), from
the plant site of Joe Doctorman & Son,
Inc., at South Salt Lake City, Utah, to
Dallas, Waco, Laredo, Ft. Worth, Hons-
ton and San Antonio, Tex., and points
in Nevada and California. Restriction:
The operations are limited to a trans-
portation service to be performed, un-
der a continuing contract, or contracts
with Joe Doctorman & Son, Inc., of Salt
Lake City, Utah. Transferee is presently
authorized to operate as a contract car-
rier under Permit No. MC 125872. Appli-
cation has been filed for temporary au-
thority under Section 210a(b),

No. MC-FC-77083, filed April 13, 1977,
Transferee: JEFF GLENN, P.O. Box
1090, Silver City, N. Mex. 88061. Trans-
feror: Charles J. Cobb, 1205 Bennett
St., Silver City, N. Mex. 88061. Appli-
cants' representative: Jeff Glenn, P.O.
Box 1090, Silver City, N. Mex. 80061.
Authority sought for purchase by trans-
feree of the operating rights of trans-
feror, as set forth In Certificate of Regis-
tration No. MC 97592 (Sub-No. 1), Is-
sued January 7, 1964, as follows: Con-
tractors and mining equipment and
supplies except no shipments to be
handled weighing less than 10 tons be-
tween all points and places in Grant,
Hidalgo, Luna, Catron, Sierra and Dona
Ana Counties, N. Mex., over Irregular
routes, under nonscheduled service.
Transferee presently holds no authority
from this Commission. Application has
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been: filed for temporary authority un-
der Section 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-77084, filed April 8, 1977.
Transferee: P. J. SERVICES, INC., 618
Cottonwood Drive, Richland, Wash.
99352.. Transferor: Glenn A. Hodson
and Betty L. Hodson, a partnership,
doing business as Tri-City Delivery,
5512 West Yellowstone Ave., Kennewick,
Wash. 99336. Applicants' representative:
Thomas A. Cowan, Butler, Heye, Cowan
& Wolcott, P.O. Box 770, Richland,
Wash. 99352. Authority sought for pur-
chase by transferee of the operating
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC 139022 (Sub-No. 3), is-
sued May 28, 1975, as follows: General
commodities (with exceptions) between
Pasco and Yakima, Wash., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Adams,
Benton, Columbia, .Franklin, Grant,
Yakima, and Walla Walla Counties,
Wash. Restriction: The operations au-
thorized herein are subject to the fol-
lowing conditions: The operations au-
thorized herein are restricted to the
transportation of traffic having a prior
or subsequent movement by air. The op-
erations authorized herein are restricted
against the transportation of (1) any
package or article weighing more than
100 pounds, and (2) packages or articles
weighing in the aggregate more than
200 pounds, from one consignor to one
consignee on any one day. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority under Sec-
tion 210a(b).

No. MC-FC-77085, filed April 15, 1977.
Transferee: JOHN D. ANTONELL, do-
ing business as Frankie's Towing Serv-
ice, 240 Old Colony Ave., South Boston,
Mass. 02127. Transferor: Frank A. An-
tonell, doing business as Frankie's Tow-
ing Service, 240 Old Coloney Ave., South
Boston, Mass. 02127. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Frederick T. O'Sullivan, At-
torney at Law, P.O. Box 2184, Peabody,
Mass. 01960. Authority sought for pur-
chase ,by transferee of the operating
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC 129717, issued Septem-
ber 10, 1969, as follows: Wrecked or dis-
abled motor vehicles, by the use of
wrecker equipment only, over irregular
routes, between Boston, Mass., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island, and points in that part
of New York on and east of Interstate
Highway 87. Transferee presently holds
no authority from this Commission. Ap-
plication has not been filed for tem-
porary authority under Section 210a(b).

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

IFR Doc.77-12928 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

LAB 84 (SDMS)]

ILLINOIS TERMINAL RAILROAD CO.
System Diagram Map

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the requirements contained In Title

49 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 1121.22, that the Illinois Terminal
Railroad Company, has filed with the
Commission its color-coded system dia-
gram map n docket No. AB 84 (SDM).
The maps reproduced here in black and
white are reasonable reproductions of
that system map and the Commission on
April 13, 1977, received a certificate of
publication as required by said regula-
tion which Is considered the effective
date on which the system diagram map
was filed.

Color-coded copies of the map have
been served on the Governor of each
state in which the railroad operates and
the Public Service Commission or sii-
ilar agency and the State designated
agency. Copies of the map may also be
*requested from the railroad at a nominal
charge. The maps also may be examined
at the office of the Commission, Section
of Dockets, by requesting docket No.-
AB-84 (SDM).

RoBEaT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

,AB84 (SDM
ILLINOIS TtuR3wAL RAIO.SA COMUANY
The system diagram maps of the

Illinois Terminal Railroad Company are
attached hereto and are submitted for
publication In the FzDERAs REcisTRz pur-
suant to the regulations of the Interstate
Commerce Commission as set forth in 49
CPR 1121.22.

IL mom TEasXINAL REUnOAD CorAsrr

lAB Number 841

Dscauoi or Llrs--,rATr or x.nUos

Category. Al lines or portions of Lines
'which the carrier anticlpates will be the sub-
ject ot an abandonment or discontinuance
application to be filed within the 3 year pe-
riod following the date upon which the dia-
gram Is filed rith the Interstate Commerce
Commisslon.

L (a) O7allon Branch.
(b) State or Illtnos.
(c) Madison County, Illinois, St. Clai

County. Illinois.
(d( lMilepost 20.3 to Milepost 30.6.
(e) Agency Statlon-Txoy Junction. 1111-

nols--Mllepoat 20, Agency Statlon-O7allon,
Illinois--iflepost 30.

IL. (a) Forsyth Branch.
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Macon County, Illlnols.

nois--Milepost 20 Agency Station-O'Pallon.
(d) Milepost 2.5 to Milepost 7.0.
(c) Agency StatUon-Foryth. Illinols-

Milepcst 7.

III. (a) Lincoln to East Peoria Line.
(b) State of IlInoLs.
(c) Logan County, Illinois, Tazewell

County. Illinois.
(d) Milepost 128A to kIlepost 155.9.
(o) Terminal Statlon-Allentown 1111-,

nols-Mllepost 156. Agency Station-Lincoln.
Itlnols,-11flepost 128. Agency Station-
Union. nllnols-Mlopoet 137. Agency Sta-
tion-lndale, Illnoi-Itllepost 147.
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[AB114 (SDM) ]

CLARENDON AND PITISFORD
RAILROAD CO.

System Diagram Map

Notice Is hereby given that, pursuant
to the requirements contained in Title
49 of the Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 1121.22, that the Clarendon and
Plttsford Railroad Company, has filed
vith the Commission its color-coded
system dliagram map in docket No. A33-
114 (SDM). The maps reproduced here
In black and white are reasonable repro-
ductions of that system map and the
Commission on April 29, 1977, received

a certflicate of publication as required
by said regulation which s considered
the effective date on which the system
diagram map was filed.

Color-coded copies of the map have
been served on the Governor of each
state in which the railroad operates and
the Public Service Commission or simI-"
agency and the State designated agency.
Copies of the map may also be re-
quested from the railroad at a nominal
zharge. The maps also may be examined
at the office of the Commission, Section
of Dockets, by requesting docket No.

_ AB-114 (SDM).
ROBERT L. OSWALD,

Secretary.
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Town of

-Pittsfor'd

Florence

Town of
. West Rutlan

VTR

I. C.C. DOCIC T: AB-114
CLARENDON & PITTSFORD RB.

COMPANY
Rutland County, Vermont

Category 1. Lines of
M97 71_ railroad which CLP

anticipates will be
subject of ICC Abandon-
ment Application vithin
3 years.

Category 5. Lines of
- railroad operated by

CLP Railroad.
Vermont Railway.

- Delaware & Hudson Ry.

Center Rutland',
Town of Rutland N. -

land

4112/77

Certified to be a true copy of original document.

1. T. Filskov, Presidcnt
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Lnq DnscitxoN Or SYSTEM DIA&a MAP
Th2e lines of railroad of Clarendon and

Pittsford Railroad Company, listed In
Category 1, are:

(a) Carrler's designation for each line:
MAIN TRACKS

West Rutland Main. Extends from Station
S260+00 to end of track at Station S404+
09.4. Total length 14,409.4 feet (2.729 miles).

Rutland Main. Extends from Station
R45+00 to end of track at Station R71+28.7,
a distance of 2628.7 feet (0.498 miles).

(b) State or states in which each line Is
located: Vermont.

(c) County or counties in which each line
Is located: Rutland County, Vermont

(d) Milepost delineating each line or por-
tion of line: Clarendon and Pittsford Rail-
road Company does not have milepost des-
ignations. See (a) above for full track de-
scription.

(e) Agency or terminal station located on
each line or portion of line with milepost
designations.

There are no separate agency or terminal
stations located on lines-of Clarendon and
Pittsford Railroad Company. Clarendon and
Pittsford Railroad Company maintains offices
at Vermont Railway, Inc., Freight Office, P.O.
Box 487, 53 Park Street, Rutland, Vermont
05701..

[FR Doc.77-12933 Filed 5-4--77;8:45 am]

[Rule 19, Ex Parte No. 241, Exemption No.
131; Amdt. No. 3]

EXEMPTION UNDER MANDATORY CAR
SERVICE RULES

To All Railroads:
Upon further consideration of Exemp-

tion No. 131 issued February 8, 1977.
It is ordered, That, under authority

vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, Ex-
emption No. 131 to the Mandatory Car
Service Rules ordered In Ex Parte No.
241 be, and it is hereby, amended to ex-
pire June 30, 1977.

This amendment shall become effec-
tive April 30, 19i7.

1 Issued at Washington, D.C., April 29,
1977.

INTERSTATE COMERCE
COMMaISSION,

JOEL E. BURNS,
Agent.

[FR Doe. 77-12932 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[Amdt. No. 2, Order No. 1; Under Service

Order No. 1252]

BIRMINGHAM SOUTHERN RAILROAD AND
LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAIL-
ROAD CO.

Rerouting Traffic

Upon further consideration of I.C.C.
Order No. 1 and good cause appearing
therefor:

It is ordered, That: I.C.C. Order No. 1
be, and it is hereby, amended by substi-

tuting the following paragraph (e) for
paragraph (e) thereof:

(e) Expiration date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 pm., July 31, 1977, unless
otherwise modified, changed, or sus-
pended.

It is further ordered, That this amend-
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
April 30, 1977, and that this order shall
be served upon the Association of Ameri-
can Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing -to the
car service and-car hire agreement under
the terms of that ageement, and upon the
American Short Line Railroad Associa-
tion; and that it be filed with the Direc-
tor, Office of the Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 29,
1977.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,

JOEL E. BURNS,
Agent.

[FR Doc.77-12931 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]

[ Second Rev. Exemption 44]

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF RULE
19 OF THE MANDATORY CAR SERVICE
RULES ORDERED IN EX PARTENO. 241

Car Utilization Map
It appearing, That Car Service Rule 2

authorizes the loading of cars owned by
indirect connections of the lines having
physical possession of the cars to desti-
nations closer to the car owner than Is
the point of loading; that there Is need
for a quick reference guide to enable
shippers and carriers to make a selection
of the proper car for loading to remote
destinations; and that the Car Service
Division of the Association of American
Railroads has prepared a Car Utilization
Map which will enable shippers and
carriers to determine whether or not
such cars owned by indirect connections
properly may be used for transporting
the traffic available.

it is ordered, That, under authority
vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, cars
loaded in conformity with the Car Utili-
zation Map issued by the Car Service
Division of the Association of American
Rairoads, dated April 15, 1977, or succes-
sive issues thereof, shall be deemed to
be in compliance with the provisions of
Car Service Rule 2(b).

Effective April 15, 1977.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 15,
1977.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION, -

JOEL E. BURNS,
Agent.
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JAB 43 (SDM) ]

ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD CO.*
System Diagram Map

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the requirements contained n Title
49 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, Part 1121a2, that the Illinois
Central Gulf Railroad Company, has
flled-with the Commission its color-coded
system diagram map in docket No. AB43
(SDM). The maps reproduced here In
black and whiteare reasonable reproduc-
tions of that system map and the Com-
mission on April 28, 1977, received a
certificate of publication as required by
said regulation which is considered the
effective date on which the system dia-
gram map was filed.

Color-coded copies of the map have
been served on the Governor of each
state in which the railroad operates and

the Public Service Commission or similar
agency and the State designated agency.
Copies of the map may also be requested
from the railroad at a nominal charge.
The mape also may be examined at the
office of the Commission, Section of
Dockets, by requesting docket No. AB43
(SDM).

ROBrT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

AB-43
ILL0uis Cm TnAL Gu'r RAn oAD Co.
The system diagram maps of the 3111-

nols Central Gulf Railroad Company are
attached hereto and are submitted for
publication In the FzDmL Rzais= pur-
suat to the regulations of the Interstate
Commerce Commission as set forth in
49 CFR 1121.22.

HowAR D. KooNz,
Senior General Solicitor.
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ILLINOIS CENTRAL GULF RAILROAD CO.

DESCRIPTION OF LINES

Pursuant to the regulations of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission (49 CIS 1121.-
21), the following is a description of lines of
the Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Company
as shown on the system diagram map:

I. Lines anticipated to be subject of aban-
donment applications within three years:

A. Alabama-None.
B. Illinois:
1. (a) Bloomington District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Kankaree, Ford, Livingston, and Mc-

Lean Counties.
(d) Milepost 72.0 west of Herscher to Mile-

post 135.0 east of Barnes, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Appel' Siding,
Milepost 73.5 and Merna, Milepost 131.3.

C. Indiana:
1. (a) Indianapolis District (portion)..
(b) State of Indiana.
(c) Greene, Monroe, Brown, Johnson, Mor-

gan, and Marlon (~ountles.
(d) Milepost 0.25 at Indianapolis to Mile-

post 89.0 at SwItz City, Indiana.
(e) Indianapolis, Milepost 0.25 and Bloom-

ington, Milepost 65.9 are agency stations.
Terminal stations on the line are Indian-
apolls and Switz City, Milepost 89.0.

2. (a) Bloomington Southern Branch.
(b) State of Indiana.
(c) Monroe County.
(d) Milepost 0.0 at Floyd to Milepost 9.26

at end of track.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. The only terminal station is Floyd,
Milepost 0.0.

D. Iowa:
1. (a) Onawa District (portion).
(b) State of Iowa.
(c) Cherokee County, -
(d) Milepost 0.0 at Onawa Junction to

Milepost 14.67 near Washta, Iowa.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Quimby, Mile-
post 82 and Washta, Milepost 13.8.

2. (a) Sioux Falls District.
(b) States of Iowa, Minnesota and South

Dakota.
(c) Cherokee, O'Brien, Sioux and Lyon

Counties, Iowa; Rock County, Minnesota;
and Minnehaha County, South Dakota.

(d) Milepost 0 at Cherokee, Iowa to Mile-
post 96.47 at Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

(e) Sioux Falls, South Dakota, Milepost
96.47, is an agency station. Terminal stations
on the line are Cherokee, Iowa, Milepost 0-
and Sioux Falls, South Dakota.
E. Kentucky: •
1. (a) Owensboro District (portion).
(b) State of Kentucky.
(c) Ohio and Daviess Counties.
(d) Milepost 7.6 near Davidson to Mile-

post 41.02 at Owensboro, Kentucky.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Davidson, Mile-
post 8.2 and Owensboro, Milepost 41.02.

2. (a) Hickman District.
(b) States of Kentucky and Tennessee.
(c) Fulton County. Kentucky; and Dyer

and Lake Counties, Tennessee.
(d) Milepost 0 at Dyersburg, Tennessee to

Milepost 51.69 at Hickman, Kentucky.
(e) Dyersburg, Tennessee, Milepost 0, is

an agency station. Terminal stations on the
line are Dyersburg, Tennessee and Hickman,
Kentucky, Milepost 51.69.

F. Lo-isiana:
1. (a) Winnfield District.
(b) State of Louisiana.
(c) Winn, Jackson and Ouachita Parishes.
(d) Milepost 0 near West Monroe to Mile-

post 60.56 at Winnfield, Louisiana.
(e) Winnflcld, Milepost 60.56 Is an agenc$

station. Terminal stations on the line arc

NOTICES

Wilds, Milepost 5.5, and Winnfleld.
2. (a) Boque Chitto District (portion).
(b) States of Louisiana and Mississippi. o:
(c) Washington Parish, Louisiana; and

Walthall County, Mississippi.
(d) Milepost 64.8 at Rio, Louisiana to Mile-

post 102.0 near Lexie, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Rio, Louisiana,
Milepost 64.8 and Simonds, Mississippi, Mile-
post 97.4.

G: Minnesota:
1. (a) Sioux Falls District.
(b) States of Minnesota, Iowa, and South

Dakota.
(c) Rock County, Minnesota; Cherokee,

O'Brien, Sioux, and Lyon Counties, Iowa;
and Minnehaha County, South Dakota.

(d) Milepost 0 at Cherokee, Iowa to Mile-
post 96.47 at Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

(e) Sioux Falls, South Dakota, Milepost
96.47, is an agency station. Terminal stations
on the line are Chdrokee, Iowa, Milepost 0
and Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

H. Mississippi:
1. (a) Bogue Chitto District (portion).
(b) States of Mississippi and Louisiana.
(c) Walthall County, Mississippi; and

Washington Parish, Louisiana.
(d) Milepost 64.8 at Rio, Louisiana to

Milepost 102.0 near Lexie, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Rio, Louisiana,
Milepost 64.8 and Simonds, Mississippi, Mile-
post 97.4.

2. (a) Fernwood District (portion).
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Walthall and Marion Counties.
(d) Milepost. 20.8- east of Tylertown to

Milepost 32.0 at Kokomo, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Dave, Milepost
22.3 and Kokoni6, Milepost 31.8.

3. (a) Aberdeen District (portion).
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Attala, Choctaw and Oktibbeha Coun-

ties.
. (d) Milepost 20.5 north of Kosciusko 'to

Milepost 67.3 near Longview, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Ethel, Milepost
27.1 and Bradley, Milepost 63.5.

4. (a) Rlverside District (portion).
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Washington and Bolivar Counties.
(d) Milepost 112.68 at Rosedale to Mile-

post 145.13 north of Greenville Airport
Switch.

(e) There are no agency stations on the
- line. Terminal stations are Rosedale, Mile-

post 114.0 and Winterville, Milepost 142.0.
5. -(a) Bogalusa District (portion).
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Lawrence, Copiah and Hinds Counties.
(d) Milepost 137.6 near Wanilla to Mile-

post 176.3 at Byram, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Wanilla, Milepost
137.8 and Byram, Milepost 176.3.

6. (a) Pearl River District (portion),
4b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Leake, Scott, and Rankin Counties.
(d) Milepost 22.3 west of Walnut Grove to

Milepost 69.1 at Wells, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Tuscola, Milepost
26.9 and Wells, Milepost 69.1.

7. (a) Natchez District (portion).
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Claiborne and Jefferson Counties.
(d) Milepost 49.7 southwest of Herman-

ville to Milepost 70.0 at Harriston, Missis-
sippi.

(e) There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations are Pattison, Milepost
55.3 and Harrison, Milepost 70.0.

8. (a) Laurel District (portion.)
(b) State of Mississippi.

(c) Jones County.
(d) Milepost 141.8 at Soso to Milepost

151.1 at Laurel, Mississippi.
(e) Laurel, Milepost 151.1 Is an agency

station. Terminal stations on the line aro
Soso, Milepost 141.8, and Laurel.

9. (a) Pearl River District '(portion).
(b) State of Missisippl.
(c) Lauderdale and Newton Counties.
(d) Milepost 3.3 at Brockton to Milepost

32.22 at Union, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations aro Brockton, Mile-
post 3.3 and Union, Milepost 32.22.

10. (a) Jackson District (portion).
(b) States of Mississippi and Tennessee,
(c) Benton and Marshall Counties, Min-

sissippi; and Madison, Hardeman and Fay-
ette Counties, Tennessee.

(d) Milepost 474.0 at Bemis, Tenntssee to
Milepost 541.1 near Holly Springs, Missis-
sippi.

(e) The are no agency stations on the line.
Terminal stations are Bemis, Tennessev,
Milepost 474.0, and Hudsonville, Mississippi,
Milepost 535.1.

I. Missouri-None.
J. Nebraska-None.
K. South Dakota:
1. (a) Sioux Falls District.
(b) States of South Dakota, Iowa and

Minnesota.
(c) Minnehaha County, South Dakota:

Cherokee, O'Brien, Sioux and Lyon Countie,
Iowa; and Rock County, Minnesota.

.(d) Milepost 0 at Cherokee, Iowa to Mile-
post 96.47 at Sluox Falls, South Dakota.

(e) Sioux Falls, South Dakota, Milepost
96.47, is an agency station. Terminal stations
on the, line are Cherokee, Iowa, Milepost 0
and Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

L. Tennessee:
1. (a) Hickman District.
(b) States of Tennessee and Kentucky.
(c) Dyer and Lake Counties, Tennessee:

and Fulton County, Kentucky.
(d) Milepost 0 at Dyersburg, Tennessee to

Milepost 51.69 at Hickman, Kentucky.
(e) Dyersburg, Milepost 0, is an agency

station. Terminal stations are Dyersburg,
Tennessee and Hickman, Kentucky, Mile-
post 51.69.

2. (a) Jackson District (portion).
(b) States of Tennessee and Mississippi,
(c) Madison, Hardeman and Fayette Coun-

ties, Tennessee; and Benton and Marshall
Counties, Mississippi.

(d) Milepost 474.0 at Bemis, Tennessee to
Milepost 541.1 near Holly Springs, Missis-
sippl.

(e) There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations are Bemis, Tennessee,
Milepost 474.0 and Hudsonville, Mississippl,
Milepost 535.1.

1. Wisconsin-None.
II. Lines for which abandonment or die-

continuance applications are pending before
the interstate commerce commission.

A. Alabama-None.
B. Illinois:
1. (a) Rantoul District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois. '
(c) Champaign and Vermilion Counties.
(d) Milepost 40.71 near Gifford to Milepost

52.36 at Potomac, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Penfeld, Milepost
44.3 and Potomac, Milepost 52.2.

2. (a) St. Louis District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(o) Perry and Jackson Counties.
(d) Milepost 66.44 near Pyatts to Milepost

73.84 at Vergennes.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Mathews, Mile-
post 68.7 and Vergennes, Milepost '8.6.

3. (a) Rantoul District (portion).
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(b) State of Illinois.
.(c) M Lean and Champaign Counties.
(d) Milepost 0.04 at Le Roy. to Milepost

21.00 west of Fisher, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Lo Roy, Milepost
0.2 and Dickerson, Milepost 19.0.

4. (a) Jacksonville District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) -Mason, Menard, Cass, Morgan and San-.

gamon Counties. ,
(d) Milepost 173.0 near Mason City to

Milepost 215.0 near Jacksonville.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Greenview, Mile-
post 179.9 and Brownton, Milepost 213.3.

5. (a) Springfield District (portion).
(b) State of illinois.
(c) Montgomery, Macoupin and Madison

Counties.
(d) Milepost 222.5 near Waggoner to Mile-

post 276.42 at Glen Carbon, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Shop Creek, Mile-
post 228.7 and Glen Carbon, Milepost 276.1.

6. (a) Mande District (portion).
(b) State ofIllnois
(c) Williamson County.
(d) Milepost 93.5 near Seely to Milepost

108.00 near Mande, Illinois.
(e) There are no- agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Seely, Milepost
93.53 and Mande, Milepbst 107.5.

-7. (a) Jacksonville District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(a) McLean, Tazewell, Logan-and Mason

Counties.
(d) Milepost 127.8 near Bloormngton to

Milepost 171.1 near Mason City, Illinois.
. (e) There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations are ovel, Milepost
132.8 and Natrona. Milepost 165.6.

8. (a) Pontiac District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Livingston and Woodford Counties.
(d) Milepost 118.8 west of Flanagan to

Milepost 127.0 at Minonk Junction, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

-line. Spires, Milepost 123.4, is the only station.
9. (a) Pontiac District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Livingston qounty._
(d) Milepost 86.0 at Saxony to Milepost

105.5 east of Pontiac, Illinois.
(e) -here are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Saxony, Milepost
86.0 and Swygert, Milepost 100.3.

10. (a) P&N DIstrict (portion).
(b) State of llinols.
(c) Tazewell and Mason Counties.

* (d) Milepost 159.11 at Grove to Milepost
180.78 near San Jose, Illinois.

(e)' There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations are Grove, Milepost
159.11 and Winkel, Milepost 178.2.

'11. -(,a) P&ll District (portion).
(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Logan and Menard Counties.
(d) Milepost 181.13 near San Jose to Mile-

post 199.30 at Croft, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Harness, Milepost
185.4 and Croft, Milepost 199.30.

12. (a) P&N District (portion).
(b) State of Illinbis.
(c) Menard and Sangamon Counties.
(d) Milepost 199.30 at Croft to Milepost

209.77 at Sherman, Illinois.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

-line. Terminal stations are Croft, Milepost
.199.30 and Sherman, Milepost 209.77.

13. (a) Sparta District (portion).
"(b)- State of Illinois.
(c) Alexander, Union and Jackson Coun-

ties.
(d) -Milepost 518.0 near Elco to Milepost

554.0 at Murphysbqro, Illinois;

NOTICES

(a) There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations ae Jonesboro, Mile-
post 528.0 and Murphysboro, Milepost 554.0.

14. -(a) Dwight District Including Lacon
Line.

(b) State of Illinois.
(c) Livingston, La Salle, Marshall, Wood-

ford, and Tazewell Counties.
(d) Milepost 75.424 near Dwight to 111le-

post 143.837 near Washington. Illinois; ahd
Milepost 118.0 at Varna to Milepost 128.31 at
Lacon, Illinois.

(e) There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal stations are Nevada, i1lepost,
80.3 and Washington. Milepost 143.5: and
Varna, Milepost 118.0 and Lacon, Milepost
128.31.

15. (a) Madison District.
(b) States of Illinois and Wisconsin.
(c) Stephenson County, Illinois; and Green

and Dane Counties. Wisconsin.
(d) Milepost 2.5 near Freeport, Illinois to

Milepost 61.37 at Madison, Wisconsin.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Scioto Mills, Illi-
nois, Milepost 5.6 and Madison, Wisconsin.
Milepost 61.37.

C. Indiana-None.
D. Iowa:
1. (a) Onawa District (portion).
(b) State of Iowa.
(c) Ida and Woodbury Counties.
(d) Milepost 14.67 at Washta to Milepost

29.69 at Anthon. Iowa.
(e) There are an agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Washta. Milepost
14.67 and Anthon. Milepost 29A.

E. Kentucky:
1. (a) Hodgenville District (portion).
(b) State of Kentucky.
(o) Hardin and LaRue Counties.
(d) Milepost 8.18 near Eilzabethtown to

Milepost 17.09 at Hodgenville, Kentucky.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. The only station Is Hodgenville, Mile-
post 16.9.

2. (a) Union City District (portion).
(b) State of Kentucky.
(c) Carlisle and Hickman Counties.
(d) Milepost 470.0 near Columbus to Mile-

post 485.0 at Winford Junction, Kentucky.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Columbus. Mile-
post 471.4 and Winford Junction, Milepost
485.0.

F. Louisiana:
1. (a) Clinton District.
(b) State of Louisiana.
(c) East Feliclana Parish.
(d) Milepost 0 at Ethel to Milepost 8.3 at

Clinton. Louisiana.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Ethel, Milepost 0
and Clinton, Milepost 8.3.

2. (a) Woodville District (portion).
(b) States of Louisiana and M.ississippL.
(c) West Felinclann Parish, Louisiana; and

Wilkinson County. Mississippi.
(d) Milepost 19.2 near Hardwood (Argue),

Louisiana to Milepost 41.65 at Woodville, Mis-
sissippL.

(e), There are no agency stations on the
line. Terminal statlons are Bam, Louisiana,
Milepost 20.6 and Woodville, Mississippi.
.Milepost 41.5.

G. Minnesota-None.
H. MississIppi:
1. (a) Woodville District (portion).

(b) States ofMississippi and Loubana.
(c) Wilkinson County. Mississippi; and

West Feiciana Parish, Louisiana.

(d) Milepost 19.2 near Hardwood (Argue),
Louisiana to Milepost 41.65 at Woodville,
Miss'ippL

(a) There are no agency'stations on the
line. Terminal stations are Bais, Louisiana,
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Milepost 20.6 and Woodville, Mississippl,
Milepost 41.5.

2. (a) Columba District.
(b) State of Mississippi.
(c) Lawrence, Jefferson Davis, and Simp-

son Counties.
(d) Milepost 120.91 near Silver Creek to

Milepost 148.65 at Mendenhan, Mississippi.
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Grange, Milepost;
125.9 and Mendenhall. Milepost 148.65.

3. (a) Birmingham District (portion).
(b) State of MississippL.
(c) Tishomingo County.
(d) Milepost 17 near Holts Spur to Mile-

post 26 near Raden. MlssiippL
(a) There are no agency stations on the

line. The only station on the line is Holcut,
Milepost 20.2.

4. (a) Tchula District (portion).
(b) State of Ml.islippL
(c) Holmes County.
(d) Milepost 12.7 near Lexington to- Mile-

post 24.2 near Gwin. MississippL
(a) There are no agency stations on the

line. The only station on. the line is Howard,
Milepost 21.1.

5. (a) Natchcez District (portion).
(b) State of MLIsi3lppL
(c) Jefferson and Adams Counties.
(d) Milepost 74.0 near Payette to Milepost

91.91 near Foster, MLssssippL
(e) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Stampley, Mile-
pot 79.3 and Selma, Milepost 88.9.

0. (a) Sunflower District (portion).
(b) State of MisstssippL.
(c) Humphreys and Yazoo Counties.
(d) Mileposts 158.50 at Belzoni to Milepost

179.56 at Yazoo Junction, Mississippi.
(a) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Silver City, Mile-
post 163.5 and Yazoo Junction, Milepost
179.50.

L MiLmourl-None.
J. Nebrasla-None.
K. South Dakota--None.
L. Tennessee:
1. (a) Dyersburg District (portion).
(b) State of Tennessee.
(c) Madison. Crockett and Dyer Counties.
(d) Milepost 10.62 near Roberts to Mile-

post 47.50 near Dyersburg, Tennessee.
(a) There are no agency stations on the.

line. Terminal stations are Roberta. Mile-
post 11.3 and Parker, Milepost 42.7.

M. Wisconsin:
1. (a) Madison DIstrict.
(b) States of Wisconsin and Illinols-.
(c) Green and Dane Counties, Wisconsin;

and Stephenson County, Illinois.
(d) Milepost 2.5 near Freeport. Illinois to

Milepost 61.37 at Madison, Wisconsin.
(a) There are no agency stations on the

line. Terminal stations are Scioto Mllls. i11i-
nos, Mileposts 5.6 and MadLson, Wisconsin,
Milepost 61.37.

[PR Doc.TY-12812 Filed 5---77;8:45 am]

PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION, INTER-
PRETATION OR REINSTATEMENT OF
OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY

The following petitions seek modifica-
tion or interpretation of existing oper-
ating rights authority, or reinstatement
of terminated operating rights authority.

An original and one copy of protests

to the granting of the requested au-
thority must be filed with the Ccnmis-

slon on or before June 6, 1977. Such

protest shall comply with Special Rule

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977



NOTICES

247(d) of the Commission's General
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.247)1
and shall include a concise statement of
protestant's interest in the-proceeding
and copies of Its conflicting authorities.
Verified statements in opposition should
not be tendered at this time. A copy of
the protest shall be served concurrently
upon petitioner's representative, or peti-
tioner If no representative is named.

No. MC 75320 (Sub-No. 140) (notice of
filing of petition to remove a restriction),,
filed April 4, 1977. Petitioner: CAMP-
BELL SIXTY-SIX EXPRESS, INC., P.O.
Box 807, Springfield, Mo. -65801. Peti-
tioner's representative: John A. Craw-
ford, P.O. Box 22567, Jackson, MiSs.
39205. Petitioner's holds motor common.
carrier authority in MC 75320 (Sub-No.
140), Is-sued January 13, 1969, author-
Izing transportation, over regular routes,
of General commodities (except those of
unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as -defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
(1) Between Junction U.S. Highways 75
and 266 (also Interstate Highway 40) at
or near Dewar, Okla., and Junction U.S.
Highway 59 and 64 also Interstate
Highway 40) at or near Sallisaw, Okla.,
in connection with carrier's presently
authorized regular-route operations,
serving no Intermediate poilts -and serv-
ing the termini for the purposes of Join-
der only: From junction U.S. Highways
75 and 266 over U.S. Highway 266 (also
Interstate Highway 40) to Junction U.S.
Highway 64 at or near Warner, Okla.,
thence over U.S. Highway 64 (also In-
terstate Highway 40) to Junction U.S.
Highway 59, and return over the same
route, as an alternate route for oper-
ating convenience only; and (2) Be-
tween Junction U.S. Highway 59 and
64 (also Interstate Highway 40) at
or near Sallisaw, Okla, and Fort Smith,
Ark, in connection with carrier's pres-
ently authorized regular-route opera-
tions, serving no intermediate points
and serving the teniiini for the purpose
'of Joinder only: From junction U.S.
Highway 59 and 64 (also Interstate High-
way 40) over U.S. Highway 64 to Fort
Smith, Ark., and return over the same
route as an alternate route for operating
convenience only, restricted in (1) and
(2) above to the transportation of traffc
moving between Memphis, Tenn., and
Tulsa, Okla. By the instant petition, pe-
titioner seeks to remove the restriction
applying to .(1) and (2) above.

No. MC 79142 (Sub-No, 4) (notice of
filing of petition to modify certificate),
filed June 12, 1974. Petitioner: T & T
TRUCKING & TRANSPORTATION CO.,
INC., 43-06 54th Road, Maspeth, N.Y.
11378. Petitioner's representative: Mor-
ton E. Kiel, 5 World Trade Center, Suite
6193, New York, N.Y. 10048. Petitioner
holds a motor common carrier Certificate
in No. MC 79142 (Sub-No. 4) issued

ICopies of Special nule 247 .(as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secre-
tary, Interstate Commerce Commission,

-Washington, D.C. 20423.

March 26, 1975, authorezing transporta-
tion over Irregular routes, of Vegetable
oil shortening and sugar, in pallet tanks,
from New York, N.Y, to points in Pas-
saic, Bergen, Morris, Essex, Union, Som-
erset, Middlesex, Monmouth, and Mer-
cer Counties, N.J, and points in Fair-
field County, Conn.

By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
,to modify the above commodity descrip-
tion to read: Vegetable oil shortening
and sugar, (except in bulk in tank vehi-
cles) in lieu of, in pallet tanks; and to
amend the territorial description to
read: '"etween New York, N.Y., on the
one hand, and, on the other points in
Passaic, Bergen, Morris, Essex, Union,
Somerset, Middlesex, Monmouth and
Mercer Counties, N.J., and Fairfield
County, Conn.

No. MC 103926 (Sub-No. 40) (notice of
filing of petition.to modify a certificate),
filed April 11, 1977. Petitioner: W. T.
MAYFIELD SONS TRUCKING, CO.,
P.O. Box 947, Mableton, Ga. 30059. Pe-
tioner's representative:- K. Edward Wol-
cott, 1600 First Federal Building, Atlan-
ta, Ga. 30303. Petitioner holds a motor
common carrier Certificate in MC 103926
(Sub-No. 40), issued March 18, 1977, au-
thorizing transportation, over irregular
routes, of Cooling Towers and parts, ac-
cessories, and supplies, moving in con-
nection with cooling towers, froffn the fa-
cilities of E. D. Goodfellow Company,
Inc., located at or near Memphis, Tenn.,
to points in Georgia, Florida, North
Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia.
By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
to amend the origin point in the above
authority so as to read: "from the facil-
ities of E. D. Goodfellow Company, Inc.,
located at or near Tulsa, Okla.," in lieu
of Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 108651 <notice of Miling of peti-
tion to modify commodity and territorial
description), filed March 22, 1977. Peti-
tioner: ROY B. MOORE, INC., 233 Wil-
cox Drive, P.O. Box 628, Kingsport, Tenn.
37662. Petitioner's representative: Dan-
iel H. Moore (same address as appli-
cant). Petitioner holds a motor common
carrier Certificate in No. MC 108651 is-
sued April 15, 1976, authorizing trans-
portation, as pertinent, over irregular
routes, of (1) cotton textiles, from Ware
Shoals, Spartanburg, Greenwood, Buf-
falo, Greenville, Inmau, Enoree, Gaffney,
Anderson, Lancaster, Rock Hill, Darling-.
ton and Clinton, S.C., and Lumberton,
Rockingham, and Winston-Salem, N.C.,
to Kingsport, Tenn,; and (2) yarns and
staple ftbre, from Kingsport, Tenn., to
-Greenville, Laurens,-Taylor, and Ander-
son, S.C., and Spindale, Shelby, Cramer-
ton, Caroleen, Red Springs, Drexel, Hil-
debran, Thomasville, Durham, Hickory,
High Point, Greensboro, Burlington and
Spray, N.C. By the instant petition, peti-
tioner seeks (a) to modify the above com-
modity descriptions to read: "Textiles,
and textile mill products and supplies";
and (b) to change the above territorial
descriptions to a "between radial move-
ment" in lieu of the above non-radial
movement, moving between points n (1)
and (2) above.

No. MC 109821 (Sub-No. 45) (notleo of
filing of petition to modify commodity
description), filed April 14, 1977. Poti-
tioner: H. W. TAYNTON CO., INC., 40
Main Street, Wellsboro, Pa. 16901. Peti-
tioner's representative: Dewey T. Whit-
ford (same address as applicant). Peti-
tioner holds a motor common carrier
Certificate In No. MC 109821 (Sub-No,
45) issued January 5, 1977, authorizing
transportation over irregular routes, of
(a) glass containers, from Port Allegany,
Pa., to points in Delaware, Maryland, and
Virginia; and (b) materials, equipment,
and supplies used in the manufacture,
sale, and distribution of glass containers
(except commodities In bulk), from
points in Delaware, Maryland, and Vir-
ginia, to Port Allegany, Pa. By the in-
stant petition, petitioner seeks to modity
the above commodity description to read:
"fanufactured glass products and prod-
ucts used in the sale and installation of
foam glass and glass block' in lieu of
glass containers in both (a) and (b)
above.

No. MC 115093 (notice of filing of peti-
tion to modify a restriction), iled March
18, 1977. Petitioner: MERCURY MOTOR
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 23406, Tampa,
Fla. 33623. Petitioner's representative:
Larry N. Kennedy, P.O. Box 23400,
Tampa, Fla. 33623. Petitioner holds a
motor common carrier certificate In No.
MC 115093,issued April 11, 1968, includ-
ing second revised sheet No. 11, issued
January 31, 1975, which authorizes the
transportation of general commodities
(except those of unusual value, classes
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodi-
ties in bulk, and comnmodities requiring
special equipment) over regular routes
(and related off-route authority), serv-
ing points n New York on and south of
New York Highway 7 and points in Con-
necticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Del-
aware, Maryland, Virginia, Georgia,
Florida, and the District of Columbia, as
intermediate or off-route points In con-
nection with the regular route operations
described therein, subject to the follow-
ing restriction: Restriction: The regular-
route operations authorized Above are
subject to the following conditions: Said
operations are restricted to the trans-
portation of traffc nioving between
points in Connecticut, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, the District of Columbia, and those
in that part of New York on and south
of New York Highway 7, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Georgia and
Florida. By the instant petition, peti-
tioner seeks to modify the above-quoted
restriction to read as follows: Restric-
tion: The regular-route operations au-
thorized above are subject to the follow-
ing conditions: Said operations are re-
stricted to the transportation of trafflo
moving (1) between points in Connecti-
cut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware,
Maryland, Virginia, the District of Col-
umbia, -nd those in that part of New
York on and south of New York High-
way 7, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Georgia and Florida or
(2) between points in Florida.
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No. MC 115681 (notice of filing of pe-
tition to modify commodity description),
filed April 19, 1977. Petitioner:. RYAN
TRUCKING, INC., Route 1, Irwin, Ohio
43029. Petitioner's representative: -Avis
Roberts (Same address as petitioner).
Petitioner holds a motor contract car-
rier Permit in No. MC 115681, Issued
July 23, 1965, authorizing transportation
over irregular routes, of road building
and road maintenance equipment, and
parts and accessories therefor when
transported in the same vehicle with
such commodities, between Marion,
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States within
750 miles of Marion. By the instant p6ti-
tion, petitioner seeks to broaden the
commodity description above by the ad-
dition of the commodity conveyors. The
commodity description then will read as
follows: "road building, road mainte-
nance equipment, conveyors, and parts
and- accessories therefor, when trans-
ported in the same vehicle with. such
commodities."

No. MC 116686 (Sub-No. 3) (notice of
filing of petition to modify a certificate),
issued January 25,1977. Petitioner: G. S.
FURNITURE SERVICES, INC., 1080-B,
Route No. 9, North Lindenhurst, N.Y.
11757. Petitioner's representative: Roy
A. Jacobs, 550 Mamaroneck Avenue,
Harrison, N.Y. 10528. Petitioner (trans-
feror in MC FC 76481) seeks modifica-
tion of its Certificate In No. MC 116686
(Sub-No. 3), Issued April 16, 1975, to
substitute North Iindenhurst, N.Y., as
the location of the facility from and to
which transferee (Long Island Furniture
Express, Inc.) will be conducting op-
erations pursuant to the Commission's
conditional corrected order In MC-FC-
76481, served .November 19, 1976. The
Petitioner's pertinent present operating
rights are as follows: New furniture, be-
tween the facilities of G. S. Furniture
Services, Inc., located at Central Islip,
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other,
New York N.Y., points in Nassau, Suf-
folk, Westchester, Putnam, Rockland,
and Orange Counties, N.Y., and points in
Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Passaic, Union,
Middlesex, Somerset and Morris Coun-
ties, N.J., restricted to the transporta-
tion of shipments having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by rail or motor car-
riers.

No. MC 126154 (notice of filing of peti-
tion to modify territorial description),
filed March 14, 1977. Petitioner: NEIL
BARGLIND, doing business as BARG-
LIND TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box
531, Quinnesec, Mich. 49876. Petitioner's
representative: Robert W. Hansley, 120
North 6th Street, Escanaba, Mich. 49829.
Petitioner acquired authority in No. MC
126154 pursuant to the proceeding in
MC FC 76542, approved September 10,
1976, and conpummated October 21, 1976.
Said authority is a Certificate, authoriz-
ing operations as a common carrier by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, as
pertinent, of (1) malt beverages, from
Milwaukee, Wis., to points In Dickinson,
Iron, Gogebic, Delta, Menominee, and

Houghton Counties Mich.; (2) malt bev-
erages, from Minneapolis, Minn., to
points In Dickinson, Iron, Gogebic, Delta,
and Menominee Counties, Mich. By the
instant petition, petitioner seeks to have
the authority above be modified as fol-
lows: (1) malt beverages, from Milwau-
kee, Wis., to points in Dickinson, Iron,
Gogebic, Delta, Menominee, and Hough-
ton Counties, Mich., and Aurora, Flor-
ence County, Wis., to facilities of Tri-
County Distributors, or their successors,
and points within two (2) miles thereof;
and (2) malt beverages, from Minneapo-
lis, Minn., to points in Dickinson, Iron,
Gogebic, Delta and Menominee Counties,
Mich., and Aurora, Florence County,
Wis., to facilities of Tri-County Distrib-
utors, or their successors, and points
within a two (2) mile radius thereof.

No. MC 134112 (Notice of filing ofpeti-
tion to modify penpit), filed March 31,
1977. Petitioner: NATIONAL FREIGHT-
WAYS, INC., 1923 South 111th Street,
Omaha, Nebr. 68144. Petitioner's repre-
sentative: Bradford E. Kistier, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Petitioner
holds a notor contract carrier Permit in
No. MC 134112, Issued June 17, 1974, au-
thorizing transportation over irregular
routes, of (1) Hides, pelts, skins, switches
or tails, and pieces thereof, (a) from
Denison, Iowa, to the plant site and ware-
house, facilities of Lackawanna of
Omaha, Inc., at Omaha, Nebr.;. (b) from
the plant site and warehouse facilities of
Lackawanna of Omaha, Inc., at Omaha,
Nebr., to points in that part of the
United States, in, east and north of
Michigan, Ohio, West Virginia, and Vir-
ginia, and Chicago, 31., New Orleans, La.,
San Francisco, Calif., and points in Wis-
consin; and (c) from the plant site and
warehouse facilities of Lackawanna of
Omaha, Inc., at Omaha, Nebr., to points
in the United States (except Alaska,
Hawaii, Wisconsin, Arizona, Nevada, New
Mexico, California, points in that part of
the United States, in, east and north of
Michigan, Ohio, West Virginia, and Vir-
ginia, and Chicago, Ill., New Orleans, La,
and San Francisco, Calif.) ; and (2) such
commodities as are used or dealt in by
processors and distributors of commodi-
ties named in (1) above, (a) from points
in that part of the United States, In, east
and north of Michigan, Ohio, West Vir-
ginia, and Virginia, and Chicago, Ill.,
New Orleans, La., San Francisco, Calif.,
and points in Wisconsin, to the plant site
and warehouse facilities of Lackawanna
of Omaha, Inc., at Omaha, Nebr.; (b)
from points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaii, Wisconsin, Arizona,
Nevada, New Mexico, California, and that
part of the United States, in, east and
north of Michigan, Ohio, West Virginia,
and Virginia, and Chicago, Ill.; New-Or-
leans, La., and San Francisco, Calif.); to
the plant site and warehouse facilities of
Lackawanna of Omaha, Inc., at Omaha,
Nebr.; and (c) from the plant site or
warehouse facilities of Lackawanna of
Omaha, Inc., at Omaha, Nebr., to Hack-
ettstown, N.J.; the operations above are
under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Lackawanna of Omaha, Inc.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to modify the above authority to
read as follows: (1) hides, pelts, skins,
switches or tails, and pieces and products
thereof, (a) from Denison, Iowa, to the
plantslte and warehouse facilities of The
Lackawanna Leather Company, at
Omaha, Nebr.; (b) from the plantsite
and warehouse facilities of The Lack-
awanna Leather Company, at Omaha,
Nebr., to points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii); and (c) from
the plantslte and facilities of The Lack-
awanna Leather Company, at Long
Beach, Calif., to the plantsite and facili-
ties of The Lackawanna Leather Com-
pany, at Conover, N.C.; and (2) such
commodities as are used by or dealt in
by processors and distributors of com-
modities named in (1) above, (a) from
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii), to points in Iowa
and the plantsite and warehouse facili-
ties of The Lackawanna Leather Com-
pany, at Omaha, Nebr.; and (b) from
the plantslte or ware house facilities of
The Lackawanna Leather Company, at
Omaha, Nebr., to Hackettstown, N.J.;
the operations above are under a con-
tinuing contract, or contracts, with The
Lackawanna Leather Company.

No. MC 134599 (Sub-No. 132) (notice
of filing of petition for modification of
commodity description), filed June 30,
1975. Petitioner: INTERSTATE CON-
TRACT CARRIER CORPORATION, 265
W. 2700 South, Salt Lake City, Utah
84110. Petitioner's representative: Rich-
ard A. Peterson, 1521 South 14th Street,
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501.,
Petitioner holds a motor contract car-
rier Permit in No. MC 134599 (Sub-No.
132), Issued May.6, 1976, authorizing
transportation over irregular routes, of
Sponge rubber carpet cushion, footwear,
and chemicals used in the manufacture
and production of rubber products (ex-
cept in bulk), from Beacon Falls, Nau-
gatuck, Waterbury, and Waterville,
Conn., to Chicago, Ill., Dallas, Tex., Den-
ver, Colo., Los Angeles, Calif, Phoenix,
Ariz., St. Louis, Mo, Salt Lake City, Utah,
San Francisco, Calif., and Seattle, Wash,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Uniroyal, Inc., of Middleburg, Conn.
By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
to modify the above commodity descrip-
tion to include "sponge rubber dust
sponge rubber blocks, and sponge rubber
gaskets", in addition to the commodities
presently held by said permit.

No. MC 135884 (Sub-Nos. 1, 3, and 8)
(notice of filing of petition to modify
petitions), filed April 7,1977. Petitioner:
CALDWELL TRUCKING, INC., Hold-
man Route, Pendleton, Oreg. 97801. Peti-
tioner's reperesentative: Lawrence V.
Smart, Jr., 419 N. W. 23rd Avenue, Port- -
land, Oreg. 97210. Petitioner holds the
right to receive Permits No. MC 135881
(Sub-Nos. 1, 3. and 8), issued June 28,
1972, May 18, 1973 and March 2,1976, re-
spectively as transferee pursuant to the
Commiion's order in MC-FC-76748
served November 17, 1976, which au-
thorizes operations over irregular routes:
(A) InMC 135884 (Sub-No. 1), unftnfsh-
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ed and primed furniture, furniture parts,
furniture hardware, and furniture sam-
pies, from points in Umatilla and Wash-
ington Counties, Oreg, King and Spo-
kane Counties, Wash., and Sonoma and
Santa Cruz Counties, Calif, to points in
Minnesota, Colorado, Texas, Illinois,
Pennsylvania, Georgia, Massachusetts,
California, Wisconsin, New Jersey,
Washington, Oregon and Indiana, under
continuing contract, or contracts, with
Harris Pine Mills, Inc.; (B) in MC 135884
(Sub-No. 3) furniture, furniture Parts
and furniture hardware, between Lin-
coln, Nebr, on the one hand, and, on: the
other, points in California, Oregon and
,Washington, under continuing contract,
or contracts, with Harris Pine Mills, Inc.; "
and (C) in MC 135884 (Sub-No. 8),
furniture Parts, from points in Clark and
Walla Walla Counties, Wash., and Llnn
County, Oreg., to points in Minnesota,
Colorado, Texas, Illinois, Pennsylvania,
Georgia, Massachusetts, California, Wis-
consin, New Jersey, Oregon, Washington
and Nebraska, under continuing con-
tract, or contracts, with Harris Pine
Mills, Inc. By the instant petition, peti-
tioner seeks to include Huntsville, Ala., as
an additional destination point In the
above Sub-Nos. 1, 3, and 8 authority.

No. MC 136821 (Sub-No. 3), (Notice of
iling of petition to modify a permit),
filed April 13, 1977. Petitioner:'SMER-
BER TRANSPORTATION, INC., Space
Center Building 504, Mir Loma, Calif.
91752. Petitioner's representative: James
Smerber (same address as applicant).
Petitioner holds a motor contract carrier
Permit in No. MC 136821 (Sub-No. 3),
Issued September 11, 1975, authorizing
transportation, over irregular routes, of
(1) Insulating materials; and (2) mate-
rials and supplies- used in the installa-
tion of insulating materials, from the
facilities of Johns-Manville Fiberglass,
Inc., located at Willows, Calif., to points
In Arizona, Nevada, Idaho, Utah, Oregon,
and Washington, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, with Johns-Man-
ville, Fiberglasd, Inc. By the instant
petition, petitioner seeks to include the
facilities of Johns-Manville Fiberglass,
Inc., located at Corona and City of In-
dustry, Calif., as an additional origin
point in the aboveauthority.

No. MC 140461 (Sub-No. 1) (notice of
filing of petition to add an additional
contracting shipper), filed May 30, 1975.
Petitioner: ELECTROMATIC, INC.,
6110 NE. Union Avenue, Portland,
Oreg. 97221. Petitioner's representative:
Thomas E. Maddocks (same address as
applicant). Petitioner holds a motor con-
tract carrier Permit in No. MC 140461
(Sub-No. 1), issued March 26, 1976, au-
thorizing transportation over irregular
routes, of: Television- sets, Combination
television-radio-phonograph sets, and
stereo sets, (1) from points in Clark
County, Wash., to points in Multnomah,
Clackamas, Columbia and Washington
Counties, Oreg.; and (2) from points in
Washington County, Oreg., to points in
Cowlitz, Clark and Skamania Counties,
Wash., under a continuing contract or

contracts with S. S. Kresge Company, do-
ing business as K Mart. By the instant
petition, petition seeks to add "Washing-
ton Square Magnavox Home Entertain-
ment Center, :Inc.", of the above author-
ity as an additional contracting shipper.

No. MC 142145 (notice of filing of peti-
tion to dd additional origin and destina-
tion points), fled March 9, 1976. Peti-
tioner: LINDSAY TRANSPORTATION,
INC., P.O. Box 156, Lindsay, Nebr. 68644.
Petitioner's representative: Bradford E.
Kistler, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Petitioner holds a motor contract
carrier Permit in No. MC 142145 Issued
March 1, 1977, authorizing transporta-
tion over irregular routes, of (1) Irriga-
tion system and parts, equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies used in irrigation sys-
tems, their shipments, or their installa-
tion, from the facilities used by Lindsay
Manufacturing Co., Inc., located at tAnd-
say, Nebr., to points in the United States
(except those n Alaska, Hawaii, and
Nebraska); and (2) equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies utilized in the manu-
facture of Irrigation systems, from points
in the United States (except -those in
Alaska, Hawaii, and Nebraska), to the
facilities used by Lindsay Manufacturing
Co., Inc., located at Lindsay, Nebr., under
a continuing contract or contracts with
Lindsay Manufacturing Co., Inc. By the
instant petition, petitioner seeks to add
Columbus and Newman Grove, Nebr., as
additional origin points with respect to
part (1) of Its Permit, and to add Colum-
bus and Newman Grove, Nebr., as addi-
tional destination points with respect to
part (2) -of its Permit.
REPDBLICAMIONS OF GRANTS OF OPZRATING

IrIGHTS AIT!EORrrY PRIOR 7O CZRTIFICA-
TION

NOTICE

The following grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
order of the Commission to indicate a
broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the rz,RAL REG-
ISTER.

An original and one copy of protests
to the granting of the authority must be
filed with the Commission on or before
June 6, 1977. Such protest shall comply
with Special Rule 247(d) of the Commis-
sion's General Rules of Practice (49 CFR
1100.247) addressing specifically the
issue(s) indicated as the purpose for re-
publication, and including a concise
statement of protestant's interest in the
proceeding and copies of its conflicting
authorities. Verified statements in op-
position shall not be tendered at this
time. A copy of the protest shall be served
concurrently upon the carrier's repre-
sentative, or carrier if no representative
is named.

No. MC 112989 (Sub-No. 45) (Repub-
lication), filed November 3, 1975, pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of
December 11, 1975: and republished this
Issue. Applicant: WEST COAST TRUCK
LINES, INC., Rt. 4, Box 194-R, Eugene,
Oreg. 97405. Applicant's representative:
John G. McLaughlin, 620 Blue Cross

Bldg, 100 SW Market Street, Portland,
Oreg. 97201. A decision and order of the
Commission, review board number 3,
dated April 1, 1977, and served April 14,
1977, modifies and adopts the Initial de-
cision of the joint board, and authorzes
transportation by applicant as a common
carrier over irregular routes, of lumber
and lumber products, wood products, and
particleboard, between points in Oregon,
Washington, and California, restricted
against the transportation of shipments
between points in Washington, and fur-
ther restricted In foreign commerce to
movements between the above points, on
the one hand, and, on the other, to ports
of entry on the international boundary
line between the United States and
Canada located at or near Blaine, Wash.
The purpose of this republication Is to
indicate applicant's intent to participate
in traffic moving to and from Canada.
MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CAnIER

AND FREIGHT FORNVARDER OPERAT'N
RIGHTS APPLICATIONS

NOTICE

The following applications are gov-
erned by Special Rule '247 of the Com-
mission's General Rules of Practice (49
CFR 1100.247). These rules provide,
among other things, that a protest to
the granting of an application must be
filed with the Commission within 30 days
after the date of notice of filing of the
application is published In the FEDERAL
REGIsTER. Failure to seasonably file a
protest will be construed as a waiver of
opposition and participation in the pro-
ceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds upon
which it Is made, contain a detailed
statement of protestant's Interest In the
proceeding (including a copy of the spe-
cific portions of Its authority which pro-
testant believes to be in conflict with
that sought in the application, and do-
scribing in detail the method-whether
by joinder, interline, or other means-by
which protestant would use such author-
ity to provide all or part of the service
proposed), and shall specify with partic-
ularity the facts, matters, and things
relied upon, but shall not Include Issucs
or allegations phrased generally, Pro-
tests not in reasonable compliance with
the requirements of the rules may be
rejected. The original and one copy of
the protest shall be filed 'Vlth the Com-
mission, and a copy shall be served con-
currently upon applicant's representa-
tive, or applicant if no representative is
named. If the protest includes a request
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet
the requirements of section 247(d) (4) of
the special rules, and shall include the
certification required therein.

Section 247(f) further provides, in
part, that an applicant who does not in-
tend timely to prosecute its application
shall promptly request dismissal thereof,
and that failure to prosecute an appli-
cation under procedures ordered by the
Commission will result in dismissal of
the application.
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Further processing steps will be by
Commission order -which will be served
-on each party of record. Broadening
amendments will -not be accepted after
the date of this publication except for
good -cause -shown, and restrictive
-amendments will not le-entertained fol-
lowing publication in-the FEDERAL ra-
xs= of airotiwe that the proceeding has
been-assigned for oral hearing.

Each applicant states that there will
beno significant effect on the quality of
the -human .environment resulting from
approval of its application.

No. IC 514 (Sub-No. 5) filed March
-15, 1977. Applicant: UNITED WARE-
HOUSE -& TRANSFER, INC., 400 Ash
Ztreet, P.O. Box 27, Johnson City, Tenn.
37601. Applicant's representative: Edwin
'0. Norris, 'P.O. Box 3740, Kingsport,
Tenn. 37664. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
-General -commodities (except those of
amusual value, Classes A and B Explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
-those requiring special equipment), be-
tween -Johnson -City (Washlngton
-County), -Tenn., .on the one hand, and,
:on the other, points in Carter, Greene,
Hawkins, Johnson, Sullivan, and Unicol
Counties, Tenn., and points in Scott and
Washington Counties, Va.

JuaO.-If .a hearing is -deemed necessary,
a.pplicant requests it :be held at either

nM.ort or Johnson City. -enn.

No. MC '720 (Sub-No. 31), filed March
17, 1977. Applicant BIRD TRUCKING
COMPANY,'INC., P.O. Box 227, Waupun,
Wis. Z3963. Applicant's representative:
Michael J. Wyngaard, 329 West -Wflson
Street, P.O. Box 8004, Madison, 'Wis.
-53708. Authority sought to -operate as a
-common zarrier, by -motor vehicle, -over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
-goods and equipment, -materials -and
supplies (except commodities in 'ulk)
-used -or useful in the manufacture, sale
or distribution of canned goods, between
Antigo, Cambria, Clintonville, Friesland,
-Galesville, the Township "of Wackford,
Green Lake County, Markesan, and
Theresa, -Wis., on the one hand, -and,
on-the other, points in theUnited States
(except points in Arizona, California,

2Nevada,lNew Mexico, Oregon, and Wash-
ington), restricted to shipments orig-
inating at or destined to the above spec-
ified -poits.

NoTr.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held nt either
Madison or Milwaukee, Wis.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 386), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: DEATON,
NC, 317. Avenue ., P.O. Box .938,

- Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's
representative: Kim D. Mann, 7101 Wis-
-consin Avenue, Suite 1010, Washington,
D.C. 20014. Authority sought to operate
as a common .carrier, by motor vehicle,
-over irregular routes, transporting: Cast
iron pipe, cast -iron pipe fittings, -meter
boxes, -stop-codc -boxes, valve boxes, and
:accessories -thereto, and 'boat -anchors,

- from the tantsite and facilities of Ope-

lika Foundry Company located :at or
"mear Opelika, Ala., to points inArkanas
Florlda, Georgia, Kentucky. Louisiana.
MississippL North Carolina, Oklahoma.
South Carolinn, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginla, and West Virginia.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed cc~ary,
'the applicant requests It be held at either
mirmingham, Ala., or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 388), filed
April 12, 1977. Applicant: DEATON,
INC, 317 Avenue W, Post 0111ce Box 938,
Birmingham, Alabama 3520L Appll-
cant's representative: Km D. Mann,
Suite 1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue.
Washington, D.C. 20014. Authority
sought to operate as -a common carrier,
by -motor -vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs and canned
goods, from the plantsltes of Luzianne
Blue Plate Foods located at New Orleans,
Loulsianatopoints in Georgia.

Mo=r-If a hearing is deemed neceszary,
applicant Tequests It be held at New -Or-

-leans, 'Louisiana, or- Birmingham, Alabama.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 389). lied
April 12, 1977. Applicant: DEATON,
INC., 317 Avenue W, P.O. Box 938. MIr-
mingham, Alabama 35201. Applicant's
representative: 'im D. Mann, Suite
1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, 'Washing-
ton, D.C. 20014. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, ovei irregular routes, 'transport-
ing: Iron or steel pressure tans, from
Vicksburg, Mississippi to points In Ala-
-bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Missouri, North -Caro-
.lina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten-
.nessee, and Texas.

Norz.-If a hearing Is deemed mecemry,
applicant requests that it beheld at Jacl:Wn,
Mississippi or New Orleans, Louisiana.

No. 2IC 13547 (Sub-No. 8). Ufed
March 24, 1977. Applicant- LEONARD
XBROTHERS TRANSPORT COMPAXY,
INC., 1701 St. Louis, 'nsas City, Mo.
64101. Applicant's representative: John
E. Jandera, 641 Harrison Street, Topeka,
Mans. 66603. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities (except those of un-
usual value, Classes A and B exploslve,
-household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment), (1) be--
-tween Kansas City, Mo. and SL Joseph,
Mo., serving no Intermediate points:
-rom Kansas City over Interstate High-
-way 29 to St. Joseph, and return over
the same route; (2) between Kansas
City, Mo. iand Leavenworth, Hans, serv-
ing no Intermediate points: From Kan-
-sas City over U.S. Highway 24 to its in-
tersictlon with U.S. Highway 73, thence
over US. Highway 73 to Leavenworth,
and return over the same route; and (3)
.between Kansas City, Mo. and Atchison,
Hans., serving no intermediate points:
From Kansas City over U.S. Highway 24
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 73,
thence over U.S. Highway 73.to Atchison,
and return over the same route: (1), (2)
-and (3) above are alternate routes for
operating convenience only.

Nor--If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant does notzpecify a location.

No. MO 18121 (Sub-No. 19), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: ADVANCE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
-poratiom, -5005 South Sixth Street, MII-
-waukee, Wis. 53201. Applicant's repre-
zsatative: John Duncan Varda, 121
South Pinckney Street, Madison, Wis.
53703. Authority sought to operate as a
common carier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A andB explosives, house-
3hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and thosexequiring
special equipment), Serving Union
Grove. Wis. as an off-route point in
connection with applicantss Presently
held regularroute operations.

Nr-Common control may be involved.
IU a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at eltherZmlwaukee
Vb.s. or Chicago, 1I.

No. MC 19227 (Sub-No. 233), filed
March 2L 1977. Applicant: LEONARD
BROS. TRUCKING CO, INC., 2515 NW.
20th Street -Maml, FL 33152. Appli-
"-ant's representative: Thomas A. Leon-
srd (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehlle, over irregular
xgutes, transporting: (1) Sourc special
nuclear and by-product materiaZs, radio-
active equipment, component parts -and
associated materials; and (2) radioactive
contaminated water, in bulk, in tanker
equipment, and in towaway service,'be-
tween points In Texas, on the one band
and, on the other, -points in the United
'States (except Alaska and Hawaii).

Nor.-Com-n- control may be nvolved.
M a hearing is deemed necewary. ,th appli-
cnt requests It be held -at either Irouston
-or Dallas. Tex. or Washington, D.C.

.No.WC 23618 (Sub-No.24),.filed April
7. 1977. Applicant: MCAI2 STE
TRUCKING COMPANY, d.ba. MATCO,
a corporation, P.O. Box 2377, ,Abfene,
TMx. 79604. Applican's representative:
Bernard H. English. 6270 Frth Road,
Fort Worth, Tex. 76116. Authority sought
to operate as acommon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: (1) Machinery, equipment, mate-
rials and supplies used in, or in connec-
tion with, the discovery, development,
.production, refining, manufacture, proc-
essing, storage, transmission, and distri-
bution of natural gas and petroleum and
their products and by-products, and ma-
chinery, materials, equipment and sup-
-Plies used in, or in connection with the
construction, operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance and dismantling -of pipe
lns including the stringing and pickup
up thereof; and (2) earth dr'llin ma-
chuiners and equipment, and machinery,
equipment, materials, supplies and pipe
incidental to, used In, or In connection
with (a) thetransportation, installation,
removal, operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance, and 1ismantling of drilling
machinery and equipment, (b) the com-
pletion of holes.or wells drilled, (c) the
production, storage, and transmission
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-of commodities resulting from drilling
operations at well or hole sites, and (d)
the injecting or removal of commodities
nto or from holes ar wells, between

points In Connecticut, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, and Virginia, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
United Stas, Including Alaska but ex-
cluding Hawaii.

NoTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests a consolidated hearing
with other similar applications at either
Houston or Dallas, Tex., or Tulsa, Okla.

No. MC 25798 (Sub-No. 291), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: CLAY HY-
DER TRUCKING LINES, INC., P.O. Box
1186, Auburndale, Fla. 33823. Applicant's
representative: Tony G. Russell (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products, meat bit-
products and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in Sections
A and C of Appendix I to the report In
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides
and commodities In bulk), from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Swift
Fresh Meats Company, located at ornear
Grand Island, Nebr., to points in Georgia
and Florida.

Norz.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necsary, the appli-
'cant requests it be held at either Chicago,
Ill., or Tampa, Ma.

No. MC '30844 (Sub-No. 581), filed
March 10, 1977. Applicant: KROBLIN
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC. P.O.
Box 5000, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Appli-
cant's representative: John P. Rhodes
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Such merchanlise as Is
dealt in by retail and discount depart-
ment stores (except foodstuffs and com-
modities In bulk), with prior transporta-
tion by water, from Baltimore, Md., to
Dallas and Houston, Tex., St. Louis, Ball-
win and Bridgeton, Mo.; Oklahoma City
and Tulsa, Okla.; Omaha, Nebr.; Molin,
l.; Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn.;

Milwaukee, Wis.; Denver and Colorado
Springs, Colo., and their respective com-
mercial zones, and points in Iowa.

NoTn.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 40494 (Sub-No. 11), filed April
15, 1977. Applicant: HILBURN TRUCK-
ING, INC., 19401 East 39th Street, In-
dependence, Missouri 64057. Applicant's
representative: S. Harrison Kahn, At-
torney at Law, Suite 733 Investment
Building, Washington, D.C. 20005. Au-
thority sought to engage in operation, in
Interstate or foreign commerce, as a
motor common carrier, via irregular
routes in the transportation of new and
used combines, knocked down or set up,
and parts thereof, between Independ-
ence, Missouri, on the one hand, ana, on

the other, points and places In the states
of Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado, Illinois,
Wisconsin, Indiana, Ohio and Michigan.
NoT .- If a hearing Is assigned, applicant re-
quests that the hearing be held at Kansas
City, MlsoumL-

No. MC 42011 (Sub-No. 33), filed
March 4, 1977. Applicant: D. Q. WISE
& CO., INC., P.O. Box 15125, Tulsa, Okla.
74112. Applicant's representative:! J.
Michael Alexander, 136 Wynnewood
Professional Building, Dallas, Tex. 75224.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting:, Off-high-
way vehicles and parts, attachments and
accessories, and materials used In, or
for the production and. manufacture
thereof, between points in Colorado,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, and ports
of entry on the International Boundary
line between the United States and
Canada located at Buffalo and Niagara
Falls, N.Y., for further movement to
points in the provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, Cahada, restricted to shipments
originating at or destined to the facilities
of Kimco, Inc., Unit Rig & Equipment
Co., and Unit Rig & Equipment Co.
'(Canada) Ltd.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held on a con-
solidated record with Wales Transportation,
Inc., at either Dallas, Tex., or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 860), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: CON-
SOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS COR-
PORATION OF DELAWARE, 175 -Lin-
field Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. 94025. Ap-
plicant's representative: V. R. Olden-
burg, P.O. Box 5138, Chicago, IlI. 60680.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg-
lar routes, transporting: General com-
modities (except Classes A and B ex-
plosives and household goods as defined
by the Commission), Serving the plant-
site of Reliance Electric Co., located at
or near Flowery Branch, Ga., near
Gainesville, Ga., as an off-route point In
connection with applicant's presently
authorized regular-route operations.

NoTE.-ommon control may be Involved.
If a, hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at Cleveland, Ohio,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 42487' (Sub-No. 861), filed
March 18 1977. Applicant: CONSOLI-
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA-
TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfleld
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. 94025. Appli-
cant's representative: V. R. Oldenburg,
P.O. Box 5138, Chicago, Ill. 60680. Au-
thority sought to operate-as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special dquipment): Serving
the pantsite of Eagle-Picher Industries,
Inc., located at or near Seneca, Mo., as
an off-route point In connection with
applicant's presently authorized regular
route operations.

NoTE.-Common control may be Involved,
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests It be held at either Kansas
City, Mo., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 52704 (Sub-No. 141), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: GLENN Mo-
CLENDON TRUCKING COMPANY,
INC., P.O. Drawer "H", LaIayette, Ala.
36862. Applicant's representative: Archie
B. Culbreth, Suite 246, 1252 West Peach-
tree St. NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Glass bottles and
glass containers for food and beverages,

.from the warehouse facilities utilized by
Laurens Glass Company, located at or
near Bernice, La., to point In Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Indiqna,
Xentucky,' Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia and
West Virginia.

NoTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 52729 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: FIOROT
TRUCKING, INC., W. Main Street, P.O.
Box 43, Pen Argyl, Pa. 18072. Applicant's
representative: Morris Mindlin, 1509
Easton Avenue, Bethlehem, Pa, 18017,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting: (1) As-
bestos cement roofing shingles, asbestos
cement siding, asbestos cement sheeti,
asbestos cement pressure pipes, asphalt
shingles, and vinyl shingles, vinyl siding,
and vinyl panels, and materials and sup-
plies used in the- installation of such
asbestos, asphalt, and vinyl commodi-
ties, when moving therewith from the
plantslte and warehouse facilities of
Supradur Manufacturing Corporation,
located at Wind Gap, Pa., and points
within five miles thereof, to points in
South Carolina and Tennessee; (2) (a)
materials and supplies used In the pro-
duction and manufacture of asbestos ce-
ment roofing shingles, asbestos cement
siding, asbestos cement sheets, asbestoz
cement pressure pipes, asphalt shingles,
other asbestos and asphalt materials,
and vinyl shingles, vinyl siding, and vinyl
panels (except commodities in bulk);
(b) materials and supplies used In the
installation of asbestos cement roofing
shingles, asbestos cement siding, anbeotos
cement sheets, asbestos cement pressure
pipes, and asphalt shingles, and vinyl
shingles, vinyl siding, and vinyl panels
(except commodities In bulk), from
points In South Carolina and Tennessee,
to Wind Gap, Pa.

NoTE.-If a hoaing Is deemed neceusary,
the applicant requests It be held at other
Easton, Allentown, or Philadelphia, Pa,

No. MC 59583 (Sub-No. 160), filed
April 12, 1977. Applicant: THE MASON
AND DIXON LINES, INCORPORATED,
Eastman Road, Post Ollice Box 0609,
Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Kim D. Mann, Suite 1010,
7101 Wisconsin Avenue, Washington,
D.C. 20014. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehiclo,
over irregular routes, transporting: wood
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boxes, plletsZ, platfOrms and skids from
lheplantsite of 'ewt on Brothers Lumber
-Zompany,.Inc., located atwoundvilleln-
Austrial -Park, Moundville, Alabnma, to
points. In Wisconsin, Illinois,. P~mnsyl-
vanl New York, -Connecticut, Massa-
,chusetts, Delaware, 3ew Jersey, lstrict
of .Columbia, Maryland, Indiana, Ohio,
Kentucky, - -est- Vrginia, 'Virginla,
Georgia, Tennessee, -North Carolina,
South Carolina, -and Michigan.

-NOTE. -(3onmon contro I may be-involved.
f -a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant

.requests that itbe held at Bhlr-lngham, Ala-
bama or Washington,:D.I.

-No. MC 5980.6 (Sub-'o.b),filedMarch
14, 1977. Applicant: GROSS ,& HECRT
TUCKING, INC.,, -P-0- Box 514, 35
"Brunswick Avenue, Edison, N.J. 08817.
Applicant- representative: JA. Mavld
Miner -167 74irfield Road, P.O. 'Box
1409, 7airfield, N.J. 07006. Authority
sought to -operate as -a contract carrier,
by'motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Such ierchandise ,as
is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and chain
grocery and 'food business houses; and
-(2) zequip'ment, mateals,, and supplies
used in the conduct of .the business de-
scribed in .(1) :above, between points in
-Bergen, Essex, Hudson,= Hunterdlon, Mid-
,dlesex, Monmouth, Morris, Ocean, r, s-
saic, Bomerset, Sussex, Union, and War-
ren Counties, N.J., Bronx, Kings, Nassau,
New 'York, ;Oiange, Queens, 'Richmond,
Rockland, Suffolk, Sullivan, Ulster, and
Westchester Counties, N.Y., and Fair-
field County Con., 'under a continuing
contract, or'contracts, with -white Rose
Frozen Food Corp., and restricted In (1)
'and (2) -above against the transportation
of commodities in bulk.

NTo -Common -control may be Involved.
f a&'hearing is deemed necessary, applicant

requests-Itbe Meld tTew York, N.Y.

-No. -w -0272 (Sub-No. 31), led
March 23, 1977. Applicant: ING VAN
INES,- INC., 77,07 East Harry, P.O. Box

18298, Wichita, Kans. 67218. Applicant's
representative: Alan F. Wohistetter,
1700 K Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20006. Authority sought to operate as a
comr carrier, by motor -vehicle, -over
irregular routes, transporting:. Empty
housez-old goods shipping containers, set
up or knocked down, between points in
the United States, including Hawaii, but
-excluding Alaska.

2o.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed mecessary, the appli-
cant requests that It-'be held at "Wlchita,

No.-'C 71459 (Sub-No..63). filed
March 16, .1977. Applicant: O.N.c.
FREIGHT SYSTEMS, lPO.'Box 10280,
Palo Alto, Calif. 94303. Appllcan's rep-
resentative: Martin J. Rosen, 256 Mont-
gomery Street, San Francisco, Calif.
94104. Authority sought -to operate .as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
'commodties (except those ,of unusual
yalue, class Aand BixpIosives,.house-
hold goods- as defined by the Commis-
aion,oommoditles n bulk, and those xe-
quiring. -speclal _equlpment), between

Meno, -Nev. and 'Wenatchee, Wash.:
-FxomReno over U.S.'Hghway4o to june-
• ion.-US. Highway 95, thence over US.
Highway.25 to Junction Oregon Highway
78, othence over 'Oregon Highway '78 'to
junction U;S. Highway 395 (also US.
:Highway 20), thence over US. Highway
-395 to Junction Oregon Highway 37,
thence over Oregon Highway37 tojuno-
'tion U.S.Highway 395 (also US. High-
way 730), thence 'over US. Highway 395
.to junction Interstate Highway DO,
thence over Interstate Highway 90 to
junction Washington Highway 281,
thence over Washington Highway 281 'to

junction Washington Hlghway 28, thence
over Washington Highway 28 to We-
natcher and return over the sme route,
serving no intermediate points.

NorTr-The 'purpose of this -application Is
to request relocation of Interchange point,
no new service requested. Common control
may be involved. I a hearing Is deemed nec-
'essary, the applicant requesat It be held at
.either San Pcisco, :Calif., or Washington,

No. MC 71459 (Sub-No. 64), fled April
12, 1977. Applicant: O.N.C FREIGHT
'SYSTEMS, u corporation, P.OBox 10280,
'Palo Alto, California 94303. Appllcant~s
Representative: Roland Rice, 501 'Per-
,petual Building, 1111 E Street NW,
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority
sought to operate" as a common carrier,
7by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting General commodities (ex-
'cept those of 'unusual value, Classes A
.and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined bythe Commission, commodities In
1bulk, -and -those requiring special equip-
ment): Between Alamosa, Colorado and
theJunction of US.i1ghway 97,and US.
'Interstate SO N as an alternate route for
operating convenience only. serving no
intermediate points andserving the Junc-
tion of US. Highway 97 and US. In-
'terstate 40 2 for the purpose of Joinder
only. From Alamosa, Colorado over U.S.
Highway 160 'to the Junction of U.
Highway 666, thence over US. Highway
666 to theJunction of US. Highway 163,
'thence over U.S. Highway 163 to the
.unctlon of U.S. Highway 50, thence over
US. Highway to the Junction of US. In-
-terstate 15, thence over US. Interstate
15 to the Junction of US. Interstate 80
-N, thence over US. Interstate 80 N to
the Junction of U.S. Mighway 97 and Te-
turn over thesame route.

or-Commo_ n -control may be involved.
If & hearing Is deemed 'necemary, applicant
requests ,that It'be held at Washlgton, 'D.C
or Sanancsco, California.

No. MC 71642 (Sub-No. 26), fIled April
11, 1977. Applicant: 'CONTRACTUAL
CARRIERS, INC., Harmony Industrial
Park. 'Newark, Del. 19711. Applicant'a
representative: SamuVW.lEanmshaw, 833
Washington Building. Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle. over
irregular routes, transporting plastic
forms, films and shapes, between Milford
and Delaware City, DeL. on the one
hand. 'and, on the-ther, Endlcott, John-
son City, and New York, N.Y. points In
New Jersey ,and that part 'of Pernsyl-
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vanla on and east of U.S. Highway II,
under a continuing contract -with Ameri-
°can *Hoechst Corporation.

"Nor -It a beating is deemed necessary,
tho applicant requests that It he held at
Washington. -D.C.

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 402). fled
arch 18, 1977. Applicant: EAGLE MO-

TOR LINES, -INC., P.O. Box 11086. 830
North 33rd Street Bliningzm, Ala.
35202. Applicant's representative: WIl-
JIfn- P. Parker (same address as ap-
.pjlcant). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, bymotor vebicle, over
Irregular xoutes, rnsporting: 'Pressure
tanks, from the plantsiteandfacilities of
Masonite Corporation, Tank Division,
located at or near VIcksburg, iss.- to
ipoints in the United States (except
Alaskaandawani-.

No=&-f a :hearing is deemed necessar.
-he applicant requests It be held at either
.Birmlnghan2 Ala.-or Zackson. 21.

No. MC 78118 (Sub-No. 32) ,fled April
17, 1977. Applicant: W. H. JOHNS, INC,
5 Witmer Road, Lancaster, Pernsyl-

'vania 176Q2. Applicant's representative:
-Christian V. Graf, 407 North Front
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, 'ver Irregular routes,
-transporting: Paper and paper'roduet ,
from the plantsite and shipping facili-
.ties of Container Corporation of America
In Hanover Township, Leilgh County,
Pa, to points In that portion of New Jer-
sey on and north of US Highway 40.
Restricted to traJc originating at and
destined to the above origin and destina-
Von territory.
Norc-If a hearing is deemed necasary,

applicant requests that it be held at Wash-
ington, DC,.or Hamisburg. Pa.

No. MC Z2492 (Sub-No. 145), fled
March 15,-1977. Applicant: MICHIGAN &
MEMRAS& 'ERANS1T CO, INC., 2109
4Olmstead Road. P.O. Box,2853, 1ama-
zoo. Mich 49003. Applicant s epresent-
ative: Wiliam :C. Harris (same address
as applicant). Authority -sought to op-
erate as a common carrier. by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Such commodities asare manufae-
Uded, sold -or distributed by persons
engaged In the manufacturing, process-
ing or milling of soybeans, soybean prod-
ucts and grain products and imterials,
equipment and supp ies used in the con-
duct of such business (except com3fiodi-
ties in bulk), ibtween points in Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky;lMlbi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, -ebraska,
North Dakota, Ohio. South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, and Wisconsin.

Zo=ro,-If a hearing Is deemed zecessary .
the applicant requests It be held at Wash-
inztmn .

No. MC 82492 (Sub-No. 147), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: MICHIGAN
& NEBRASKA TRANSIT-CO, INC- 2109
Olmstead Road, P.O. Box 2853, Kalama-
zoo, Mich. 49003. Applicant's represent-
ative: W1liam C. Harris (same address
as .applicant) .Authorltysought to oper-
ate-as a commo= arrier, hy motor ye-
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hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods, from Cleveland and Solon,
Ohio to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, and Wisconsin.

Norr.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Chicago, 11, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 82492 (Sub-N. 148) filed March
15, 1977. Applicant: MICHIGAN & NE-
BRASKA TRANSIT CO., INC., 2109 Olm-
stead Road, P.O. Box 2853, Kalamazoo,
M Ich. 49003. Applicant's representative:
William C. Harris (same address as ap-
plicant). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products and meat by-products,
and articles distributed by meat pack.
inghouses, as described in Sections A and
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carriers Certiftcatesl 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except hides and
commodites In bulk), from th. plantsite
and storage facilities of Hygrade Food
Products Corporation located at or near
Storm Lake and Cherokee, Iowa, to
points in Indiana and Oho, restricted to
traffic originating at the named origin
points and destined to the named desti-
nation states.

NoTE.--f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Omaha, Nebr., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 82841 (Sub-No. 206), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: Hunt Trans-
portation, Inc. 10770 IT' Street, Omaha,
Nebr. 68127. Applicant's representative:
Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Bldg., 7100
West Center Road, Omaha, Nebr. 68106.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over-irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Irrigation sys-
tem and parts for irrigation systems and
accessories from Brownfleld, Texas, to
points in the United "States (except
Alaska and Hawaii) ; and (2) materials,
equipment, and supplies used in the
manufacture of Irrigation systems and
parts for irrigation systems and acces-
sories from points In Idaho, Pennsyl-
vania, Washington, and Wisconsin to
Brownfleld, Texas.

No-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Ama-
rillo or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 82841 (Sub-No. 207), filed
April 17,'1977. Applicant: Hunt Trans-
portation, Inc., 10770 IT' Street, Omaha,
Nebraska 68127. Applicant's represexita-
tive: Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Bldg.,
7100 W. Center Road, Omaha, Nebraska,
68106. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Iregular routes, transporting: Iron and
steel and iron and steel articles from
Wichita, Kansas, to points in Arkansas,
Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Min-
nesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Texas, and Wisconsin.

Nom-11 a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that it be held at
either Wichita, Rans., or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 83835 (Sub-No. 140), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: WALES

TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box
6186, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's rep-
resentative: James W. Hightower, 136
Wynnewood Professional Building, Dal-
las, Tex. 75224. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
(1) Barrel pumps, pump parts, acces-
sories, equipment, valves, nipples, clamps,
and couplings; and (2) materials and
supplies used in or in connection with,
the transportation, Installation, opera-
tion, removal, repair, manufacture, and
maintenance of the commodities de-
scribed in (1) above, between Tulsa,
Okla., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas,
Tex., or Tulsa, Okla.

No. MC 83850 (Sub-No. 10), filed
April -18, 1977. Applicant: JOHNSONS
TRANSFER, INC., 6951 Norwltch Drive,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19153. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Harold P. Boss, 1100 Seven-
teenth Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Building
numterials, gypsum and gypsum products,
paint and paint products, mineral fiber
and mineral fiber products, adhesives,
lime, and such materials and supplies as-
are used in the manufacture, installation
and distribution of such commodities
(except liquid commodities, in bulk), be-
tween the plant sites, warehouses, and
facilities of the United States Gypsum
Company at Baltimore, Md., Oakfleld
and Stony Point, N.Y., and Woodbridge
Township, N.J., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the District of Co-
lumbia, Connecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
slire, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is-
land, Vermont, Virginia, and West
Virginia.

(Nou--Applicant states that it now serves
the supporting shipper between its plant fa-
clities at Baltimore, MCL, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in the District of
Columbia and each of the States sought
herein, except those in Maine, North Caro-
lina, and Ohio. Applicant further states that
it does not seek any duplicating authority,
and that the purposes of this application
briefly are to obtain authority (1) to serve
applicant's presently-authorized territory
from and to shipper's facilities at Oakfield
and Stony Point, N.Y., and at Woodbridge
Township, N.J., (2) to serve points in Maine,
North Carolina, and Ohio, from and to
shipper's facilities named in "(1) " above and
also from and to the shipper's facilities at
Baltimore, Md., and (3) to broaden somewhat
applicant's present commodity authorization
from and to shipper's facilities at Baltimore,
id.) D. J. McNichol Co., an affiliated com-

pany, holds contract carrier authority under
No. MC 2135 and Subs thereunder, therefore
common control and dual operations may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 85465 (Sub-No. 61), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant:-,WEST NE-
BRASKA& RESS, INC., P.O. Box 1159,
St.-Joseph, Mo. 64502. Applicant's repre-

sentative: Martin J. Rosen, 250 Mont-
gomery Street, San Fraacisco, Calif.
94104. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), between Omaha,
Nebr. and Eugene, Oreg.: From Omaha
over U.S. Highway 275 to Junction U.S.
Highway 30, thence over U.S, Highway
30 to Junction Nebraska Highway 19,
thence over Nebraska Highway 19 to the

* Nebraska-Colorado State Boundary line,
thence over Colorado Highway. 113 to
Junction U.S. Highway 138, thence over
U.S. Highway 138 to junction U.S. High-
way 6, thence over U.S. Highway 6 to
junction U.S. Highway 50, thence over
U.S. Highways 6 and 50 to Junction U.S.
Highway 89, thence over U.S. Highway
89 (Interstate 15) to Junction Interstate
Highway 80, thence over Interstate High-
way 80 to junction U.S. Highway 05,
thence over U.S. Highway 95 to Junction
Nevada Highway 140, thence over Nevada
Highway 140 to junction U.S. Highway
97, thence over U.S. Highway 97 to Junc-
tion Oregon Highway 58, thence over
Oregon Highway 58 to Eugene and return
over the same route, serving no Inter-
mediate points.

No.-The purpose of this application is
to relocate interchange point. No now service
requested. Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either San rran-
cisco, Calif., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC-85934 (Sub-No. 73), filed April
18, 1977. Applicant: MICHIGAN
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 3601 Wyoming Avenue, P.O.
Box 248, Dearborn, Michigan 48121. Ap-
plicant's Representative: Martin J. Lear-
itt, 22375 Haggerty Road, P.O. Box 400,
Northville, Michigan 48167. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Spent sulphurio acid, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Midland,
Michigan to Oregon, Ohio with return of
recovered sulphuric acid.

No.--f a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at Was'h-
ington, D.C., or Chicago, nlinols.

No. MC 87730 (Sub-No. 27), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: P. W. BOZEL

,TRANSFER, INC., 4500 Hollins Ferry
Road, Baltimore, Md. 21227. Applicant's
representative: Donald E. Cross, 700
World Center Building, 918 Sixteenth St.
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,"
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat
by-products, and articles distributed by
meat packinghouses, as described In Sec-
tions A, B, and C of Appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 MC.C. 209 and 766, and
food, foodstuffs, and animal food, in ve-
hices equipped with mechanical refrig-
eraton, from Baltimore, Md., points in
Baltimore, Howard, Prince George's, and
Anne Arundel Counties, Md. and the Dis-
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trict of Columbia to'points in West Vir-
ginia and Virginia (except Arlington.
Clarke, Fairfax, Fauquler, Loudoun,
Prince WMliam, and Warren Counties,
Va.).

NoTE.-f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Washington, D.C, or Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 90760 (Sub-No. 15), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: CLIFITON A.
SCHULTZ, -doing business as ILIMOIS
MIDWEST EXPRESS, 1012 East Wil-
liam Street, Danville, Ill. 61832. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank M. Coyne,
25 West Main Street, Madison, Wis.
53703. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic
pipe, from Danville, Ill., to points in In-
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, and Wisconsin, Under a continu-
ing contract, or contracts, with Robin-
tech, Inc.

iorE.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 94201 (Sub-No. 147) (Amend-
ment), filed January 31, 1977. Published
in the F-nERL REGrsTrt issue of April 7,
1977, republished as amended this issue.
Applicant: BOWMAN TRANSPORTA-
TION, INC., P.O. Box 17744, Atlanta, Ga.
30316. Applicant's representative: Mau-
rice F. Bishop, 601-09 Yrank Nelson
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. Au-
thority- sought to operate as a common
carlier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ti s, (except those of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission, com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment) : Between Mobile, Ala.
and Memphis, Tenn, with service at
Jackson, Miss. for Purposes of joinder
only: From Mobile, Ala., over U.S. High-
way 98 to its junction with U.S. Highway
49 at or near Hattiesburg, Miss., thence
over U.S. Highway 49 to Jackson, Miss.,
thence over Interstate Highway 55 or
U.S. Highway 51 to Memphis, Tenn., and
return over the same route, as an alter-
nate route for operating convenience
only.

NToTE-The purpose of this republication
is to amend the territorial aescription. If a
hearing -s deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at either Birmingham,
Ala, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 381), filed
March 10, 1977. Applicant: TRANSIT
HO --S, INC. P.O. Box 1628, Green-
ville, S.C. 29602. Applicant's represent-
ative: Mitchll King; Jr. (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a commot carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, ver irregular routes, transPort,
ing: Single-wide and double-wide mobile
homes, in Initial movements, from points
n Kearney County, Nebr., to points in
the Unlted States west of theMississippi
River, including Alaska, but excluding
HawaiL.

NoTz.-Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appU-
cant requests It be held at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 104683 (Sub-No. 43), filed
April 14, 1977. Applicant: Transport,
Inc., P.O. Box 1524, Hattiesburg, Miss.
39401. Applicant's representative: Don-
ald B. Morrison, 1500 Deposit Guaranty
Plaza, P.O. Box 22628, Jackson, Miss.
39205. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Liquefted
petroleum gas, in bulk, In tank vehicles,
from points in Escambla County, Ala.
to Petal, Mississippi.

NoT.-If a hearing Is deemed nece-ary,
applicant requests that It be held at Jack-
son, Biss.

No. MC 105984 (Sub No. 17), filed April
5, 1977. Applicant: JOHN B. BARBOUR
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
P.O. Box 577, Iowa, Park, Texas 76361.
Applicant's representative: Bernard H.
English, 6270 Flrth Road, Fort Worth,
Tex., 76116. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Machinery, equipment, materials and
supplies used In, or in connection with,
the discovery, development, production,
refining, manufacture, processing, stor-
age, transmission, and distribution of
natural gas "and petroleum and their
products and by-products, and machin-
ery, materials, equipment and supplies
used in, or in connection with the con-
struction. operation, repair, servicing,
maintenance and dismantling of pipe
lines, including the stringing and picking
up thereof; and (2) earth drilling ma-
chinerg and equipment, and machinery,
equipment, materials, supplies and pipe
incidental to, used in, or In connection
with (a) the transportation, installation.
removal, operation, rpalr, servicing,
-maintenance, and dismintling of drilling
machinery and equipment, C) the com-
pletion of holes or Wells drilled. (c) the
production, storage, and transmission of
commodities resulting from drillinj op-
erations at well or hole sites, and (d)
the injecting or removal of commodities
into or from holes or wells, between
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, and Virginia, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the United States, including Alaska butexcluding Hawaii.

NOrL-IEf a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests a consolidated hearing
vwith other similar appliactlona at either
Houston, To, or Tulss, Okia.

No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 503), filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: MILLEr
TRANSPORTERS, INC., -P.O. Box 1123,
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Applicant's repre-
sentative: John J. Borth, P.O. Box 8573,
Battlefield Station, Jackson, Miss. 39204.
Authoi-ity sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting: Animal oils
and blends thereof, In bulk, in tank ye-

hiles, from Jackson, Miss, to poinis in
Georgia and Texas.

Nor=.-If a hearing is deemed -necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at Jack-
son, Mls*Isslppl.

No. MC 107403 (Sub No. 1005), fled
March 18, 1977.,Applicant: MATLACK,
INC., Ten West Baltimore Avenue, Itns-
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant's representa-
tive: Martin C. Hynes, Jr. (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Titanium dioxide, dry, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Baltimore, Md., to Selkirk,
N.Y.

Nefr--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
reqUests It be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 1006), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: wAT.ACK,
INC., Ten West Baltimore Avenue, Lans-
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant's representa-
tive: Martin C. Hynes, Jr. (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Sodium salt solutions, in bulk, In tank
truck vehicles, from the plantsite of
Merlcheiln Company and Storage facili-
ties of Merlchem Company, located at
Houston. Tex., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgid, Louisiana,
Mississippi, and Oklahoma.

Nor--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necesary applicant
requests it be held at Houston. Ter. -

No. MC 107460 (Sub-No. 63), fmed
March 17,1977. Applicant: WIILIAM Z.
GETZ, INC., 3055 Yellow Goose Road.
Lancaster, Pa. 17601. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Donald D. Shipley (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrie, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Aluminum and aluminum arti-
cles, aluminum foil, aluminum cable and
fabricated metal products (except com-
modities in bulk). from the plantsites
and warehouse facilities of the Kaiser
Aluminum and Chemical Corporation,
located at or near Los Angeles, LRaMrada,
Permanente, San Leandro, Newark, and
San Francisco, Calif., to points in Arkan-
sas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana,
Michigan. New Jersey, New York Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Texas, West
Virginia and Wisconsin; and (2) empty
aluminum and iron and steel gas ship-
Ping cylinders, from the plantsites and
warehouse facilities of the Kaiser Alu-
minum and Chemical Corporation, lo-
cated at or near Los Angeles, LaMirada,
Permanente, San Leandro, Newark and
San Francisco, Calif., to the plantsite of
the Kaiser Aluminum and Chemical Cor-
poration located at or near Gramercy,
La., under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Kaiser Aluminum and
Chemical Corporation.

Norz-If a hearing Is deemed, necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Wash-
ington, D.C., oc San Frnclsco, Cai.

No. MC 107544 (Sub-No. 134), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: LEmmON .
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TRANSPORT COMPANY, INCORPO-
RATED, P.O. Box 580, Marlon, Va. 2435.
Applicant's representative: R. Stephen
Thelsley 666 Eleventh Street NW, Wash-
ngton, D.C. 20001. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products
(except petrochemicals), In bulk, In tank
vehicles, from Knoxville, Tenn., to
points In Kentucky.

NoTE.-Applcant holds contract carrier,
authority In MC 113959 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Roanoke, Va.
or Washington, D.C.

No. IMC 107993 (Sub-No. 53), filed April
14, 1977. Applicant: J. J. WILLIS
TRUCKING COMPANY, 2608 Elec-
tronic, P.O. Box 5328, Dallas, Texas
75222. Applicants representative. Ken-
neth Weeks (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Pre-Cut log
buildings, materials and components,
therefor, used in or incidental to the
erection thereof, from Englewood, Colo-
rado to points in the States of Arizona,
California, New Mexico,, Oklahoma and
Texas.

No.--If a hearing Is_ deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that it be held at
either Denver, Colo., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 457), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: FROZEN
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 318 Cadiz Street,
P.O. Box 5888, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Appli-
cant's representative: Mike Smith (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by-
products, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in Sections
A and C of Appendix I to the report In
Descriptions In Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides
and commodities In bulk), from Webster
City, Iowa, to points In the Minneapolis-
St. Paul, Min commercial zone, and
points in Kansas, Missouri and Okla-
homa.

Neor.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant .requests it be held at either
Omaha, Nebr., or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 104) (partial
correction), filed February 22, 1977, pub-
lished In the FZDERAI REGISTER ISSUe Of
April 7, 1977, as No. MC 108676 (Sub-No.
101), and republished in part as corrected
this Issue. Applicant: A. J. AMTERLE
HAULING & RIGGING, INC., 117 Chli-
camauga Avenue NE, Knoxville, Tenn.
37916. Applicant's representative: Louis
J. Amato, P.O. Box A, Bowling Green,
Ky. 42101. The purpose of this republica-
tion Is to indicate the correct docket
number assigned to this proceeding as
No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 104) In lien of
No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 101) as pre-
viously published in error. The rest of the
publication remains the same.

No. MC .109397 (Sub-No. 359). filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: TRI-STATE
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MOTOR TRANSIT CO, a corporation,
P.O. Box 113, Joplin, Mo. 64801. Appli-
cant's representative: Max G. Morgan,
223 Ciudad Building, Oklahoma City,
Okla. 73112. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Radioactive waste materials, in contain-
ers, from points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii) to the facil-
ities of Todd Shipyard located at or near
Galveston, Tex.
. Nor--Common control may be involved.
U a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 109433 (Sub-No. -25), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: SEABOARD
TANK LINES, INC., ' Monahan Ave.,
Dunmore, Pa. 18512. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Joseph F. Hoary, 121 S. Main
St., Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Litharge, dry, in bulk, from Dun-
more, Pa., to points in Ohio.

NoTE.--If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 85), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: OVERNITE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 1000 Semmes Avenue, Rich-
mond, Va. 23224. Applicant's representa-
tive:. E. T. Liipfert, Suite 1100, 1660 L
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment): (1) Between Paducah, Ky.,
and Nashville, Tenn.: (a) from Paducah
over U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S.
Highway 41, thence over U.S. Highway
41 to Junction U.S. Highway Alternate
41 thence over U.S. Highway Alternate
41 tO Nashville, and return over-the same
route, serving all intermediate points in
Kpntucky, and (b) from Paducah over
interstate Highway 24 to Nashville, and
return over the same route, serving all
intemediate points in Kentucky. (2) Be-
tween Evansville, Ind., and junction U.S.
Highway A-41 and U.S. Highway 62: (a)
from Evansville over U.S. Highway 41 to
junction Pennyrile Parkway thence over
Pennyrile Parkway to junction U.S.
Highway A-41 thence over U.S. Highway
A-41 to Junction U.S. Highway 62 and
return over the same route, serving all
Intermediate points.

No --Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Nashville, Tenn.,
or-Paducah, KY.

No. MC 109533 (Sub No. 88), filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: OVERNITE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, P.O. Box 1216, Richmond, Va.
23209. Applicant's representative: E.,T.
Lilpfert, Suite 1100, 1660 L Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,

.transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodlties
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment): (1) Between Norfolk, Vir-
ginia and Elkton, Maryland: From Nor-
folk over tr.S. Highway 13 to Junction
U.S. Highway 40, thence over U.S. High-
way 40 to Elkton and return over same
route, serving all Intermedlito points.
(2) Between Salisbury, Maryland and
Cambridge, Maryland: From Salisbury
over U.S. Highway 50 to Cambridge and
return over same route, serving all Inter-
mediate points. (3) Between Dover,
Delaware and Goldsboro, Mdaryland:
From Dover over Delaware Highway 8
to Delaware-Maryland State line, thence
over Maryland Highway 311 to Golds-
bore and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points. (4) Be-
tween Bridgeville, Delaware and Fed-
eralsburg, Maryland: From BridgevIlle
over unnumbered highway to Junction
of Delaware Highway 18, thence over
Delaware 18 to Delaware-Maryland
State Line, thence over Maryland High-
way 318 to Federalsburg, and return over
same route, serving all intermediate
points. In connection with Routes 1, 2,
3 and 4 above, service is authorized to
points In New Castle, Kent and Sussex
Counties, Delaware; Dorchester, Wlco-
mice, Worchester and Somerset Coun-
ties, Maryland; and Accomack and
-Northampton Counties, Virginia as off.
route points.

NoTE.-Common control may bo Involved,
If a hearing Is doemed necessary, applicant
request It be held at Wnhington, D.C.

No. MC 109692 (Sub-No. 45), filed
April 14, 1977. Applicant: GRAIN BELT
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 340 North James Street, Kan-
sas City, Kans. 66118. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Warren H. Sapp, 4420 Madi-
son, Kansas City, Mo. 64111. Authority
sought to conduct operations as a com-
men carrier by motor vehicle in inter-
state and foreign commerce, over Irregu-
lar routes, transporting: (1) Irrigation
systems and parts and accessories there-
for, pipe, tubing, light poles, mastz arms,
brackets, bases and transmission poles,
and equipment and supplies used in-the
installation thereof, (except commodi-
ties n bulk), From the plantsite of
Valmont, Industries, Inc., located at or
near Valley, Nebraska, to points In Kan-
sas, Minnesota, Missouri, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, and South Dakota. (2)
Equipment, materials and supplies used
in the manufacture of the commodities
named in paragraph No. 1 above, From
points in Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, and South
Dakota, and points in the Chicago, East
St. LQuis and Hennepin, Illinois Com-
mercial Zones, to the plantstto of Val-
mont, Industries, Inc., located at or near
Valley, Nebraska. (3) Used irrigation
systems, and parts and accessoriea
therefor, and new and used equipment,
materials and supplies used In the In-
stallation of used Irrigation systems, re-
stricted to traffic moving for the acount
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of Valmont Industries, Inc., Between
points in Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, North Dakota, pklahoma and
South Dakota.

NorTEIf a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that it be held at
Omaha, Nebr, Kansas City, Mo., or Wash-
ington, D.G.

No. MC 110683 (Sub-No. 112) (partial
correction), filed December 7, 1976, pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of
January 13, 1977, and republished as
corrected this issue. Applicant: SMITH'S
TRANSFER CORPORATION, P.O. Box
1000, Staunton, Va. 24401. Applicant's
representative: Francis .W. Mclnerny,
1000-16th Street, Washington, D.C.
20036. NoTE-The purpose of this partial
correction is to indicate the correct
territory sought in Part II to read: (A)
Between Cincinnati, Ohio, and Jellico,
Ky.: From Cincinnati, Ohio, over U.S.
Highway 25 to junction U.S. Highway
25W (at or near Corbin, Ky.), thence
over U.S. Highway 25W to Jellico, Ky.,
and return over the same route, serving
all intermediate points and off-route
points in .Boone, Bourbon, Campbell,
Clark, Clay, Fayette, Garrard, Grant,
Harrison, Jackson, Jessamine, Kenton,
Knox, Laurel, Lincoln, Madison, Mc-
Creary, Owen, Pendleton, Pulaski, Rock-
castle, Scott, and Whitley, Counties,
Ky, (B) Between Lexington, Ky., and
Huntington, W.Va.: From Lexington,
Ky., over U.S. Highway 60 to Hunting-
ton, W.Va., and return over the same
route, serving all intermediate points
and off-route points in Bath, Boyd,
Bourbon, Carter, Clark, Elliott, Fayette,
Fleming, Greenup, Lewis, Menifee,
Montgomery, Rowan, Counties, Ky. (C)
Between Lexington, and Jenkins, Ky.:
From Lexington, Ky., over U.S. Highway
60 to junction Kentucky Highway 15 (at
or near Winchester, Ky.), thence over
Kentucky Highway 15 to junction U.S.
Highway 119, thence over U.S. Highway
119 to Jenkins, Ky., and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points and off-route points in Breathitt,
Clark, Estill, Fayette, Knott, Lee, Leslie,
Letcher, Menifee, Perry, Powell, and
Wolfe Counties, Ky.,

(D) Between Huntington, W. Va., and
East Bernstadt, Ky.: From Huntington,
W. Va., over U.S. Highway 60 to junction
U.S. Highway 23; thence over U.S. High-
way 23 to junction U.S. Highway 460 (at
or near Paintsville, Ky.), thence over
U.S. Highway 460 to junction Kentucky
Highway 30 (at or near Salyersville,
Ky.), thence over Kentucky Highway 30
to East Bernstadt, Ky., and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points and off-route points in Boyd,
Breathitt, Clay, Floyd, Jackson, John-
son, Laurel, Lawrence, Lee, Magoflin,
Martin, Morgan, and Owsley, Counties,
Ky-, (E) Between Lexington and Mays-
ville, Ky.: From Lexington, Ky., over
U-S. Highway 68 -to Maysville, Ky., and
return over the same route, serving all
intermediate points and off-route points
in Bourbon, Bracken, Fayette, Fleming,
Harrison, Lewis, Mason, Nicholas, and
Robertson Counties, Ky.; and (F) Be-
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tween Williamson, W. Va., and Jelllco,
Ky.: From Williamson, W- Va., over U.S.
Highway 119 to junction U.S. Highway
25E, thence over U.S. Highway 25E to
junction Kentucky Highway 74, thence
over Kentucky Highway 74 to Junction
Tennessee Highway 90, thence over
Tennessee Highway 90 to Junction U.S.
Highway 25W, thence over U.S. Highway
25W to Jelico, Ky., and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points and off-route points in Bell, Floyd,
Harlan, Knott, Knox, Leslie, Letcher,
Martin, Perry, Pike, and Whitley, Coun-
ties, Ky., the rest remains the same.

Noa.--Comnion control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appi-
cant requests It be held at either Lexington
or Louisville, Ky, or Washington. D.C.

No. MC 111309 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: NEWPORT
TRUCKING CORP., 4600 Fifth Street,
Long Island City, N.Y. 11101. Applicant's
representative: A. David M"lner, 167
Fairfleld Rd, P.O. Box 1409, Fairfield,
N.J. 07006. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Flavoring syrup and compounds (except
in bulk), from Long Island City, N.Y.,
to points in Bristol, Fairfield, Windsor,
Conn.; Wilmington, Del.; Annapolis,
Baltimore, Cheverly. Havre DeGrace,
Salisbury, Md.; Allston, Ayer, Cam-
bridge, Mass.; Asbury Park, Atlantic
City, Pennsauken, Teterboro, N.J.; Ba-
tavia, Buffalo, Cicero, Geneva, Memands,
(Albany), Newburgh, North Tonowanda,
Rochester, Schenectady, Syracuse, N.Y.;
Charlotte, Durham, Elkins, Fayetteville,
Greensboro, Greenville, Hickory, Lum-
berton, New Bern, Raleigh, Rocky Mount,
Wilmington, Winston Salem, Goldsboro,
Kinston, Littleton, Roxboro, Selma, N.C.;
Geistown, Mt. Pleasant, McKees Rock,
Newville, Philadelphia, Pa.; Charleston,
Cheraw, Columbia, Conway, Florence,
Greenville, Spartanburg, S.C.; and Char-
lottesville, Danville, Hollins, Lynchburg,
Marlon, Petersburg, Newport News, Nor-
folk, Va., under a continuing contract
or contracts with Pepsi Cola Company.

No=.--Conmon control may be Involved.
If aearing Is deemed necessary, the appU-
cant requests It be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 111375 (Sub-No. 85), filed
March 7, 1977. Applicant: PIRKLE
REFRIGERATED FREIGHT LINES,
INC., P.O. Box 3358, Madison, Wis. 53704.
Applicant's representative: Charles E.
Dye (Same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Foodstuffs, (2)
pharmaceutical materials, supplies and
products, (3) chemicals, (4) Alcoholic
beverages, (5) tobacco products, (6) pet
foods, (7) such commodities as are dealt
in by distribution or consolidation ware-
houses for the commodities described in
(1) through (6) above; and (8) exempt
commodities when moving with regulated
commodities, (a) from Denver Colo., to
points in the United States in and west
of Arkansas, Iowa, Louisiana, Minnesota
and Missouri; and (b) from points in the
United States in and west of Arkansas,
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Iowa, Louisiana, Minnesota and Mis-
sourl to Denver, Colo., restricted in (1), .
through (7) above against the transpor-
tation of commodities in bulk.

Norr.-Appllcant states that It Intends to
tack the requested authority In (a) and (b)
above at Denver, Colo. Ifta hearing is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests It be held
at either Denver, Colo, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111375 (Sub-No. 87), fled
March 21, 1977. Applicant: PIRKE= RE-
PRIGERATED FREIGHT LINES, INC.,
P.O. Box 3358, Madison, Wis. 53704. AP-
leant's representative: Charles . Dye
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen foods, from Burley,
Idaho, to points In Illinois, Indiana,
Minnesota and Wisconsin.

Nor-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Boise, Idaho, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111594 (Sub-No. 74), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: C W TRANS-
PORT, INC, 610 High Street, Wisconsin
Rapids, Wis. 54494. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 So. LaSalle
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes.
transporting: Home laundry washers
and dryers, refrigerators, freezers,
ranges, ovens, range hoods, dishwashers,
garbage disposers, waste compactors,
room air conditioners, cooking surface
units and other household appliances
and parts and accessories for household
appliances, from Appliance Park and
Louisville, Ky. to points In Wisconsin,
restricted to traffic originating at the
plantalte and storage facilities of the
General Electric Company.

Norr.-I a hearing is deemed necessary,
.applicant requests It be held at either Chi-
cago, Ill. or Louisville, Ky.

No. MC 112184 (Sub-No. 52), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: TE MAN-
PREDI MOTOR TRANSIT COMPANY,
a corporation, 11250 Kinsman Road,
Newbury, Ohio 44065. Applicant's repre-
sentative: John P. McMahon, 100 East
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215Au-
thorlty sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicles, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Hydroltuoric acid
In bulk, from Cleveland, Ohio, to points
in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Alabama,
under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Harshaw Chemical Com-
pany.

Nosz-Appllcant holds common carrier au-
thority In No. MC 128302 and subs thereun-
der, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. It a hearing is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests that It be held at
either Columbus, Ohio. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 112989 (Sub-No. 46), filed
March 18,- 1977. Applicant: WEST
COAST TRUCK LINES, INC, 85647
Highway 99 South, Eugene, Oreg. 97405.
Applicant's representative: Jerry R.
Woods, 200 Market Bldg, Suite 1440,
Portland, Oreg. 97201. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
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Ing: Lumber, lumber mill products, wood
products and particleboard, from points
In Oregon and Washington, to points in
Arizona, and Nevada.

Non-If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests it be held at Portland,
Oreg.

No. MC 112989 (Sub-No. 47), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: WEST
COAST TRUCK LINES, INC., 85647
Highway 99 South, Eugene, Oreg. 97405.
Applicant's representative: Jerry R.
Woods, 200 Market Building, Suite 1440,
Portland, Oreg. 97201. Authority sought
-to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Lumber, lumber mill products, wood
Products and particleboard, between
points In Oregon and Washington, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Idaho.

NOTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Portland,
Oreg.

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 308), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: EE -
WORTH FREIGHTI LINES, INC., 310
East Broadway, Eagle Grove, Iowa 50533.
Applicant's representative: Milton D.
Adams, 1105Y2 Eighth Avenue NE., Box
429, Austin, TMnn. 55912. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier.
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat by-products and articles- di ib-

uted by meat packinghouses, as described
in Section A and C of Appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk tank
vehicles), from the plantsites and ware-
houses of Sterling Colorado Beef Pack-
ers, located at or near Sterling, Colo.,
to points In Connecticut, the District of
Columbia, Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wis-
consin, restricted to the transportation
of traffic originating at the named
plantsites and destined to the named
destination points.

NoTr.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the -applicant requests It be held at either
Denver, Colo, or Des Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 665), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: CURTIS,
INC., 4810 Pontiac Street, Commerce
City, Colo. 80022. Applicant's representa-
tive: Richard A. Peterson, P.O. Box
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular -routes,
transporting: Confectionery and confec-
tionery products (except in bulk), from
the plantsite and warehouse facilities
utilized by Y&S Candy, Inc., located at
or near East Hempfleld, Pa., to points
in Illinois,

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary
the applicant requests it be held at New
York, N.Y, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 462), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: TRANS-
COLD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 61228,
D/F W Airport, Tex. 75261. Applicant's
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representative: J. B. Stuart (same ad.
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Meats, meat products, and meat
by-products and articles distributed by
meat Pac inghouses, as described in Sec-
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
1cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except.
hides and commodities in bulk), from
the plant site and storage facilities of
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., located at or
near Amarillo, Tex., to points in Arizona,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Nevada,
New Mexico. Oregon, and Washington.

NOT.--Common.control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held. at either Dallas,
Tex or Chicago, Inl.

No. IMC 114312 (Sub-No. 30), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: ABBOTT
TRUCKING, INC., Route 3, Delta, Ohio
43515. Applicant's representative: A.
Charles Tell, 100 East Broad Street, Co-
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to
operate as a commoncarrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: (d) Fertilizer, fertilizer materials,
and fertilizer ingredients, from Grand
Rapids, Ohio, to points in Delaware, n-
linols, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ten-
nessee, Virginia, West Virginia, Wiscon-
sin, New York, the District of Columbia,
and (2) fungicides, herbicides, insecti-
cides and pesticides in mixed truckloads,
'with dry fertilizer and fertilizer ingre-
dients; from Maumee, Ohio, to points in
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan,
New York, Pennsylvania and West Vir-
ginia.

No7.-If a bearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Columbus,
Ohio.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No.. 355), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 1106 West
35th St., Chicago, Ill. 60609. Applicant's
representative: Ed-Wallin (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Laboratory specimens and reports, Be-
tween Columbus, Ohio, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Indiana.

NOT-Appllcant holds contract carrier
authority in MO 128616 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
If a hearing s deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 356), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 1106 West
35th St., Chicago, M11. 60609. Applicant's
representative: Warren W. Wallin (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Biological and laboratory samples,
specimens, cultures, supplies, and bdsi-
ness reports, (1) between points in Kan-
sas, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in. North Platte, Nebr.; and (2)

between Johnson and Sedgwlck Counties,
Kans., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in (A) Benton, Washington,
Carroll, Boone, Baxter, Madison, Marion,
and Pulaski Counties, Ark., and (B) Al-
falfa, Canadian, Craig; Creek, Delaware,
Ellis, Garfield, Grant, Kay, McClain,
Muskogee, Nowata, Oklahoma, Osage,
Ottawa, Pawnee, Tulsa, Washington,
Woods, and Woodard Counties, Okla,

Norz.-Appllcant holds contract carrier
authority In MO 128616 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operatlon4 may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessry, the appli-
cant requests it be hold at Kansas City, Mo,

No. MC 115651 (Sub-No. 29), flled
March 18, 1977. Applicant: KANEY
TRANSPORTATION INC., 7222 Cun-
nlngham Road, Rockford, IMI. 61102. Ap-
plicant's representative.: R. D. Higgins
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Propane gas, in bulk, In
tank trucks, (1) from points in Illinois,
to points in Wisconsin; (2) from point,
in Kansas, to points in Wsconsin; (3)
from points in Kansas, to points in Gcor-
gia and New Jersey; and (4) from points
in Kansas, to points in Inlinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio, and Penn-
sylvania.

NoTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necezsary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill.,
or Milwaukee, Wis.

No. MC 115654 (Sub-No. 63), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: TENNESSEE
CARTAGE CO., INC., P.O. Box 23103,
Nashville, Tenn. 37202. ApplicanV& repre-
sentative: Richard M. Tettelbaum, SutO
375, 3379 Peachtree Road,'N.E., Atlanta,
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
foodstuffs, In vehicles equipped with me-
chanical refrigeration, from the plant-
site and warehouse facilities of Campbell
Soup Co., Napoleon, Ohio, to points in
Kentucky.

Norm-f a hearing IS deemed 'neeesry,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Cleveland, Ohio, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 115730 (Sub-No. 31), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: THE MN0-
KOW CORP., 531 S.W. SLxth Stret, Des
Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Cecil L. Goettsch, 1100 Des
Moines Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309.
Authority sought to operate as a com, -
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Steel tub.
ing, from Shelby, Ohio, to points in Colo-
rado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansal,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraslka, North
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

NOE.-If a hearing Is deemed nece-asry,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Columbus or Cleveland, Ohio, or Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 115793 (Sub-No. 23), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: CALDWELL=
FREIGHT LINES, INC., U.S. Highway
321 South, P.O. Box 620, Lenoir, NC.
28645. Applicant's representative: Theo-
dore Polydoroff, Suite 600, 1250 Connect-
lout Avenue, N.W, Washington, D.C.
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20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Furniture
parts, and materials and supplies, used
in the manufacture of furnitute and fur-
niture - parts, from Altoni, ill, to the
plantsite of Flex-o-Litor, Inc.; located at
or near High Point, N.C.

Nom-If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests It be held at Char--lotte. 1;.C.

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 178), filed
April 18, 1977. Applicant: CHEM-HAUL-
ERS, INC, P.O. Box 339, Florence, Ala-
bama 35630. Applicant's representative:
Hampton M.I Mils, P.O. B 339, Flor-
ence, Alabama 35630. Authority sought:
to operate as a common carrier by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Peanut Meal, in bulk, in hopper-type
vehicles, from: (1) Enterprise, Ala., to
Lafayette, and Clinton, Ind. (2) Grace-
ville, Fla., to Lafayette, and Clinton, Id.
,oN-If, a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant- requests that it be held at
either Indianapolis, Ind., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 116519 (Sub-No. 40), filed
March 14,1977. Applicant: FREDERICK
TRANSPORT LITED, a corporation,
R.R. 6, Chatham, Ontario, Canada- Ap-
plicant's representative: Jeremy uahn,
Suite 733, Investment Building. Washing-
ton, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: (1) Feed and feed ingedients, corn
and corn products, beans and bean. prod-
ucts, and "grain and grain products, be-
tweenports of entry on the International
Boundary line between the United States
and Canada, located at points in Maine,
Michigan, New York and Vermont, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points. in
the United States (except Alaska, Ari-
Zona, California, Colorado, Hawaii,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oregon, Utah, Washington and Wyo-
mifig); and (2)-animal ltter, from points
In Florida and Tennessee, to, ports of
entry on the Ihternational Boundary line
between the United States and Canada,
located at points in Maine, Michigan,
New York and Vermont, restricted in (1)
and (2) -above against the transportation
of -commodities in tank vehicles, and
further restricted to traffic in foreign
commerce.

X0To.-f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago.
31L

No. MC 117058 (Sub-No. 12), filed
April 17, 1977. Applicant: CAPITAL
MESSENGERS, INC., 11407 Frederick
Avenue, Beltsville, Md. 20705. Applicants
representative: Nancy Pyeatt, 815 15th
Street, Washington, D.C. 20005. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-

-- rer, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: .Paper, from Lan-
caster, Pa., to points In Delaware, Mary-
land, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Vir-
gina, and the District of Columbia under
a continuing contract, or contracts, with
Maxwell Paper Products, Co.

Nor-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Wash-
3ngton, D.C, o Lancaster, Pa.

NOTICES

No. MC 11708 (Sub-No. 79). filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: MIDWEST
SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION,
INC, P.O. Box 6418, North Highway 63,
Rochester, Minn. 55901. Applicants rep-
resentative: Paul F. Sullivan, 711 Wash-
ington Building, Washington, D.C. 20005.
Authoritysought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) tractors with or
without attachments (except tractors
used for pulling highway trailers), lift
trucks, excavators, motor graders, scra-
pers, engines, generators, generators and
engines combined, road rollers, pipe lay-
ers, dump trucks with or witout bodies
designed for off-highway use, and (2)
parts, attachments, and accessories fdr
the above from the plant sites a=d facil-
ities of Caterpillar Tractor Co., located
In Scott County, Iowa, to points in
Montana.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that It be held at BIllnga,
Montana.

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 619), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: WILIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., .P.O.
Box 188, Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Appli-
cant's representative: L. M. McLean
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: FoodstuMs and baby sup-
piles (except commodities In bulk), when
loaded In temperature controlled equip-
ment, from the facilities of Gerber Prod-
ucts Co. at Fort Smith, Ark., to points in
Iowa. Nebraska, South Dakota, restricted
to traffic originating at the named points
and destined to points in the states
named.

Tov.-Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necesary. the appli-
cant requests It be held at Chicago, ll.

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 620), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: WILLIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC.. P..
Box 188, Elm Springs, Arkansas 72728.
Applicant's representative: L. M.
McLean (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes transporting: Nuts,
edible, shelled (except commodities in
bulk), from Sacramento, California to
the facilities of Ludens, Inc. at Reading,
Pennsylvania.

leoe.--Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary. the appli-
cant requests It be held at Sacramento, Calif,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 117574 (Sub-No. 283), filed
March 14, 1977. Applicant: DAILY EX-
PRESS, INC, P.O. Box 39, 1076 Harris-
burg Pike, Carlisle, Pa. 17013. Applicant's
representative: James W. Hagar, P.O.
Box 1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a common car-

ier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Tractors, (ex-
cept truck tractors); (2) attachments,
parts and equipment designed for use
with tractors, when moving in mixed
loads with tractors, from points In
Harrison County, Miss., to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,

9-3009

Iowa. Kenncky, Maine, Maryland, Ms-
sachusetts. MIchigan, Missouri, New
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, Ohio.
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and
the District of Columbia; and (3) mate-
rafls, equipment and supplies used in the
assembly and dLstribution of, and equip-
ment designed for use with the articles
described In (1) and (2) above, from
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Michigan. Missour,
New Hampshire New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wiscon-
sin and the District of Columbia, to
Harrison County, Miss., restricted in (3)
above, to traffic'destined to the facilities
utilized by International Harvester Com-
pany located In Harrison County, Miss.

Nore.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at either Chicago, fIl,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 117686 (Sub-No. 168), filed
March 18, 1977. Apllcant: HIRSCH-
BACH MOTOR LINES, INC., 5000 South
Lewis Blvd., P.O. Box 417, Sioux City,
Iowa 51102. ApplicanV's representative:
George L. Hirschbach (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Re-
fined sugar, in containers, from Gram-
ercy, La., to points In North Dakota.
South Dakota, Minnesota and Ne-
braska.

Nov.-If a hearing Is deemed neceszary,
the applicant reque ts It be held at New Or-
leanv. Ln.

No. MC 118202 (Sub-No. 73), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: SCHULTZ
TRANSIT, INC, P.O. Box 406, 323
Bridge Street, Winona, Minn. 55987. Ap-
plicant's representative: Thomas J.
Beener, P.O. Box 5000, Waterloo, Iowa
50704. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Elec-
trical conduit pipe, wire, cable, and elec-
trical supplies, from Maspeth and Hicks-
ville, N.Y.; Baltimore, Md.; Linden, New
Brunswick, and Edison, N.J.; Pawtucket,
RiL; Moundsvlle, W. Va.; Wheatland,

.Pa.; Bellevue and Cleveland, Ohio, and
Piano, Tex., to points In Wisconsin, Min-
nesota, and Watertown, S. Dak.; (2)
plumbing Jixtures and supplies, from
Perrysville, OhIo and Kohler, Wis., to
ponts- In Wilsconsin, Minnesota, and
Watertown, S. Dak.; (3) kitchen cabi-
nets, from Louisville, Ky,., to points In
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Watertown.
S. DaI.; and (4) wrater heaters, from
Chattanooga, Tenn., to points in Wis-
consin, Minnesota, and Watertown, S.
Diak.; and (5) heating and air condi-
tioning units, and parts therefor, from
Norman, Okla, to points In Wisconsin,
VInnesota, and Watertown, S. Dak., re-
stricted in (1) through (5) above to
shipments destined to the warehouses
and Job sites of J. H. Larson ElectrcIal
Company located in Wisconsin, Minne-
sota, and Watertown, S. Dak.
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NoT.E-Applicant holds motor contra=t
carrier authority in No. MC 154631 and sub
numbers thereunder, therefore dual opera-
tions may be involved. Applicant states an
application is now pending to convert this
contract carrier authority to common car-
rier authority in MO 118202 (Sub-No. 60). If
a hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at Minneapolis-St. Paul,
Minn.

No. MC 118263 (Sub-No. 67), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: COLDWAY
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 38, Clarks-
ville, Ind. 47130. Applicant's representa-
tive: William P. Whitney, Jr., Suite 708,
McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 40601.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Food and
foodstuffs in vehicles equipped with me-
chanical refrigeration (except commodi-
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Kraft
Inc., located at Champaign, Ill., to points
in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine; Mary-
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania
(except Sharon), Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, and the District of Co-
lumbia, restricted to the transportation
of traffic originating at the named origin
points and destined to the named desti-
nation points.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at-either
Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C..

'No. MC 119489 (Sub-No. 45), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: PAUL
ABLER, doing business as CENTRAL
TRANSPORT COMPANY, P.O. Box 708,
Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Patrick E. Quinn, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate a a common-carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the pipeline
terminals of Gulf Central Pipeline Com-
pany located at or near Spencer and
Holstein, Iowa;, and David City, Nebr.,
to points in Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska,
North Dakota and South Dakota.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Omaha,
Nebr.

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No. 163), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: SUN EX-
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 808, Warren,
Ohio 44484. Applicant's representative:
Paul F. Beery, 275 E. State Street, Co-
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal containers, from West Chi-
cago, IlL., to points in Colorado, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Indiana, Iowa, Kan-
sas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, New Jersey, New
York, North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Texas,
West Virginia and Wisconsin.

NoTz.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 119789 (Sub-N41o. 343), filed
April 14, 1977. Applicant: 'CARAVAN

REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC., P.O.
Box 6188, Dallas, Texas. 75222. Appli-
cant's representative: James K. Newbold,
Jr. (same address as applicant) Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting Foodstuffs (except
commodities in bulk) and plastic and
rubber articles when moving in mixed
shipments with Foodstuffs (except com-
modities in bulk), from the plantsite and
storage facilities of or utilized by Ross
Laboratories, Division of Abbott Labora-
tories, located at or near Sturgis, Mich-
igan, to points in Arizona, California,
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New
Mexico, Oregon, Texas, Utah, Washing-
ton and Wyoming, restricted to the
transportation of traffic originating at
the above named origin and destined to
the named destinations.

NoTs.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that It be held at
either Columbus or Cleveland, Ohio.

No. MC 119792 (Sub-No. 61), fled
April 18, 1977. Applicant: CHI-
CAGO SOUTHERN TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPANY, a corporation, 3600
South Western Avenue, Chicago, Illinois
60"609. Applicant's representative: Carl
L. Steiner, 39 South La Sale Street, Chi-
cago, Illinois 60603. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes transport-
ing: Meat, Meat Products, Meat Byprod-
ucts, and Packinghouse Products (except
Hides and Commodities in bulk). From

-St. Louis, Missouri, East St. Louis and
National Stockyards, Illinois to points in
Arkansas, Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina and Tennessee.

NoT.-if a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at St.
Louis, Missouri, or Chicago, Illinois.

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. 108), filed
March 8, 1977. Applicant: GREAT
WESTERN TRUCKING CO, INC.,
Highway 103 East, P.O. Box 1384, Lufkin,
Tex. 75901. Applicant's representative:
Hugh T. Matthews, 2340 Fidelity Union
Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Tires and rubber products,
and materials, equipment and supplies,
utilized in the manufacture and distribu-
tion thereof (except commodities in bulk
and commodities which by reason of size
or weight require the use of special
equipment), between points in Oklahoma
County, Okla., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii).

NoT.-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in MC 140271 and Sub 2 there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 123165 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 7, 1977. Applicant: ROBERTS
TRADING CORP., 116 Buffalo Street,
Canandaigua, N.Y. 14424. Applicant's
representative: S. Michael Richards, 44
North Avenue, P.O. Box 225, Webster,
N.Y. 14580. Authority sought to operate

as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, traiisporting: (1)
Wines, from the facilities of Bisceglia
Brothers Wine, Co., located at Madera,
Calif.; Canadaigua Wine Company, Inc,,
located At Canandaigua, N.Y.; Ham-
mondsport Wine Co., Inc., located at
Hammondsport, N.Y.; Richard's Wine
Cellers, Inc., located at Petersburg, Va,
and Tenner Brothers, Inc., located at
Patrick, S.C., to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii); and
(2) materials, supplies and equipment
used in the manufacture, sale or distri-
bution of wines, from points in the
United States (except Alaska and Ha-
waii), to the origin points named in (1)
above, under a continuing contract, or
contracts, in (1) and (2) above with
Biscegiia Brothers Wine Co.; Canadal-
gua Wine Company, Inc.; Tenner Broth-
ers, Inc.; Richard's Wine Cellars, Inc.,
and Hammondsport Wine Co., Inc.

Nor.---If a hearing is deemed nocessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Rochester, N.Y., or Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 123233 (Sub-No 69), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: PROVOST
CARTAGE INC., 7887 Grenache Street,
Vile d' Anjou, P.Q., Canada H1J 1C4.
Applicant's representative: J. P. Ver-
mette, (same address as applicant). Au-
-thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from ports of entry on
the International Bounary Line between
the United States and Canada, located
at points in Vermont and Maine, to
points in Maine, restricted to the trans-
portation of traffic having an Imie-
diately prior movement in foreign
commerce.

Novs.-Common control may be involved,
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests It be held at either Montpeller, Vt,,
or Albany, N.Y.

No. MC 123392 (Sub-No. 72), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: JACK B.
KELLEY, INC., Rt. No. 1, Box 400, Ama-
rillo, Tex. 79106. Applicant's represent-
ative: Austin L. Hatchell, Perry-Brooks
Building, Suite 1022, Austin, Tex. 78701.
Authority sought to operate as a Com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over h'-
regular routes, transporting: Helium,
in bulk, from the facilities of Union Car-
bide Corporation, located at or near
Bushton, Kans., to points in the United
States including Alaska but excluding
Hawaii.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Amarillo, Tex., Oklahoma City, Okla., or Dal-
las, Tex.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 365), filed
April 13, 1977. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, In-
diana 46383. Applicant's representativo:
H. E. Miller, Jr. (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting flat glass,
from the ports of entry on the interna-
tional boundary line between the United
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States and Canada, Province of Ontario,
to, points in Connecticut, Delaware, Dis-
trict of Columbia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Islan& South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia,
Wisconsin.

Nos---CAommon control may be involved.
If a. hearing Is- deemed necessary, applicant
requests that it be held at Chicago, Illinois.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. -367), *Iled

April 13, 1977. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, In-
diana 46383. Applicant's representative:
H. E. Miller, Jr. (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier,, by -motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting chemicals
(except commodities in bulk and in tank
vehicles), from and to the suppliers, cus-
tomers, and facilities of Bisenman
Chemical-Company located in the United
States - except Alaska and Hawaii) for
the account of Bisenman Chemical
Company.

Nor.--Common control may be involved.
-If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requqsts that it be held at Denver, Colorado.

No. MiC 123744 (Sub-No. 28), filed
April 17, 1977. Applicant: BUTLER
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 88,
Woodland,.Pa. 16881.-Applicant's repre-
sentative: Christian V. Graf, 407 North
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Brick and tile, from
Summerville, Pa,, to points in New Jer-
sey and New York, Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts , Rhode Island, Virginia, North
Carolina, Maryland, Delaware, New

-Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, West Vir-
ginia, Indiana and Illinois, restricted to
trafc originating at and destined to the
origin and destinations above specified.

_N L._-f a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Washington,
D.C., or Har sburg, Pa.

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 720), filed
March- 10, 1977. Applicant: SCHWER-
MAN TRUCKING CO. a corporation, 611
South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis.
.53215. Applicant's representative: James
R. Ziperskl, P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee,
Wis. 53201. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Silica
products, from Norwich and South Wind-
sor, Conn., to points in Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
shire, -New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
and Virginia. -

Norx_-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority n MC 113832 (Sub-No. 68), there-
fore dual operation may be involved. Com-
mon control may also be Involved. If a hear-

ig Is deemed necessary, the applicant re-
quests it be held at Chicago, IlL

ITO. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 723), r0led
Aprl -15,1977. Aliplicant: SCHWERMAN

TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28 Street,
Milwaukee, Wis. 53215. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James R. Zlperski, P.O. Box
1601, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Chemicals, In bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Bristol, Wisconsin, to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri
and Texas.

Nom-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at either
Chicago, ML, or Milwaukee, WVs. Common
control may be involved.

No. MC 124078 (Sub No. 724). illed
April 17, 1977. Applicant: SCHWERMAN
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28 St., Mil-
waukee, Wis. 53215. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Richard H. Prevette. P.O. Box
1601, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Aplite, in bulk, from Mont-
pelier, Va.. to points in New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, and Ohio.

Nor.-lf a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that It be held at Atlanta.
Ga. Common control may be Involved.

No. MC 124111 (Sub-No. 54), filed Feb-
ruary 24, 1977. Applicant: OHIO EAST-
ERN EXPRESS, INC., 300 West Perkins
Ave.. P.O. Box 2297, Sandusky, bhIo
44870. Applicant's representative: John
P. McMahon, 100 East Broad St., Colum-
bus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Bananas and agricultural commodi-
ties exempt from economic regulation
under Section 203,(b) (6) of the Act, when
transported n mixed loads with bananas,
from Norfolk and Newport News, Va., to
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia,
Illinols, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michl-
gan, Minnesota, Misouri, Nerr Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and
the District of Columbia.
- Nor-If a hearing Is deemed necemary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Columbus. Ohio, or Wahington. D.C..

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 289), flied
April 12, 1977. Applicant: HILT TRUCK
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 988, D.T.S., Omaha,
Nebr. 68101. Applicant's representative:
Thomas L. Hilt (same address as appli-
cant). Applicant seeks authority to oper-
ate as A common carrier, by motor ve-
hidcle, in interstate or foreign commerce,
over Irregular routes, transporting as fol-
lows: (1) Cellular pro4ucts and fiber-
glass Products, and (2) such commodities
as are used in the production, distribu-
tion, and sale of those products described
in (1) above: (a) Between points In
Grant County, Indiana, and Ionia and
Oakland Counties, Mich., on the one
hand, and. on the other, points in the
United States, except Alaska, Arizona,
California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho,
Iowa, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Ne-
vada, New Mexico, North Dakota, Okla-
homa, Oregon, South Dakota, Texas,
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Utah. Washington, and Wyoming; and,
(b) between points in Union County
S. Dak., on the one hand. and. on the
other points In the United States, ex-
cept Alaska andHawaii.
Nor-U onral hearing Is deemed necessary,

applicant requests It be held at Omaha, Nebr.
Common control may be Involved-

4 No. MC 124230 (Sub-No. 31), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: C. B. JOHN-
SON, INC, P.O. Drawer S. Cortez, Colo.
81321. Applicant's representative: David
E. Driggers, Suite 1600 Lincoln Center,
1660 Lincoln St., .Denver, Colo. 80264.
Authority sought, to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sulphuric acid, in
bulk, In tank vehicles, from East Helena,
Mont., to points in Colorado, Idaho, Min-
nesota, North Dakota, Oregon, South Da-
kota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming.

Norr-If a hearing 1z deemed necessary
the applicant requests It be held at either
Denver, Cole., or S= Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 124947 (Sub-No. 55), filed April
11, 1977. Applicant: MACHINERY
TRANSPORTS, INC, 116 Allied Rd.,
Stroud, Okla. 74079. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Michael J. Norton, Suite 404,
Boston Bldg., P.O. Box 2135, Salt Lake
City, Utah 84110. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing cooling rooms, knocked down flat
from Dallas, Tex., and Its commercial
zone, to points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii).

NotE.--Cowmon control may- be involved.
If a bearing Is deemed necezzary the appli-
cant requests it be held at either Salt Lake
City, Utah. or Dallas, Tex-

No. MC 125018 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 9, 1977. Applicant: TENNESSEE
TRUCK LINES, INC., Route No- 4,
Dandridge, Tenn, 3725. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Martin R. Martino, 207 C
St. SE, Washington, D.C. 20003. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Canned goods
and animal foods, between Chestnut Hill
and Clinton, Tenn. and points in Mis-
sourl, New York. Oklahoma, and Texas;
(2) canned goods, materials, equipmenzt,
and supplies used In canning, packaging,
and distributing canned goods, and ma-
terials for the production of cans, be-
tween points in Iowa, Mississippi, New
York, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, Texas, and West Virginia and
Chestnut Hill and Clinton, Tenn.; (3'
materials used in the production of ship-
ping containers for canned goods and
animal foods, between Fernadina Beach,
Fla., and Knoxville, Tenn.; (4) materials
used in the production of shipping con-
tainers for canned goods, between Port;
St. Joe, Pla., and Memphis, Tenn.; (5)
canned goods and animal foods, between
Blytheville, Ark, and points in Califor-
ia, Colorado, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,

Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvan", New York, and
Maryland; (6) canned goods, materialt,
equipment, and supplies used in canning,
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packaging, and distributing canned
goods and materials used In the produc-
tion of cans, between points In Alabama,
California, Colorado, Florida, Indiana,
Iowa, Kansas, Minne ota, Mississippi,
Missouri, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma,
Pennsylvania, and Virginia and Blythe-
ville, Ark.; (7) canned goods and animal
foods, between Augusta, Wis., and points
in Colorado, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky,
Maryland, Nebraska, New York, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Dakota,
and Tennessee.

(8) Canned goods, materials, equip-
ment, and supplies used in canning, pack-
aging, and distributing canned goods,
and materials used in the production of
cans between points in Colorado, Illinois,.
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Min-
nesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oklahoma and Pennsylvania and Au-
gusta, Wis.; (9) canned goods, between
Shiocton, Wis., and points in California,
Colorado, Kentucky, Missouri, North Da-
kota, and Texas; (10) canned goodF, ma-
terials, equipment, and supplies used in
canning, packaging, and distributing
canned goods, between points in Michi-
gan, Illinois, Tennessee, and Ohio and
Shiocton, Wis.; (11) canned goods, be-
tween New Era, Mich., and points in
Kentucky, Maryland, New Jersey, and
Pennsylvania; (12) canned goods, ma-
terials, equipment, and supplies used in
canning, packaging, and distributing
canned goods, between points in New
York, Tennessee and Wisconsin and New
Era, MIch.; (13) canned goods and ani-
mal foods, between Muskogee, Okla., and
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana,
Kansas, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri,
Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin; (14)
canned goods, animal foods, materials,
equipment, and supplies used in canning,
packaging, and distributing canned
goods, between points in Arkansas,
Geordia, Illinols,. Kansas, Louisiana,
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Neb-
raska, Ohio, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia
and Wisconsin and Muskogee, Okla.;
(15) canned goods, between Cecilia and
Ville Platte, La., and points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Minnesota, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis-
consin; and (16) canned goods, ma-
terials, equipment, and supplies used in
canning, packaging, and distributing
canned goods, between points in Arkan-
sas,.Mississippi, Iowa, Ohio and Tennes-
see and Cecilia and Ville Platte, La., re-
stricted In (1) through (16) above to
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles
and refrigerated vehicles, under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Bush
Brothers & Co. and subsidiaries and af-
filiated companies.

NoTE.-If 'a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C., or Knoxville, Tens.

No. MC 125368 (Sub-No. 17), filed
April 15, 1977. Applicant: CONTINEN-
TAL COAST TRUCKING CO., INC.,
P.O. , Box 26, Holly Ridge, N.C. 28445.
Applicant representative: C. W. Fletcher

(same address). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Meats, meat products, meat by-
products, and articles distributed by
meat packinghouses as described in Sec-
tion A and C of Appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carriers Cer-
tificates, 61 MCC 209 and 766 (except
hides and commodities in bulk), from
plant site and storage facilities of Swift
Fresh Meats Co. plant at or near Cactus,
Tex., to points in Alabama, Georgia,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee (except Memphis) and'Virginia.

NoTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 126539 (Sub-No. 28), filed
March-15, 1977. Applicant: KATUIN
BROS., INC., 102 TIerminal St., P.O. Box
1127, Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Applicant's
representative: Carl E. Munson, 469
Fischer Bldg., Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Au-
thority sought to operate as a commd'n
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
ioutes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts and meat byproducts and articles
distributed by meat packinghouses, as
described in Sections A and C of Appen-
dix I to the report in 'Descriptions in
Motor Carriers Certificates, 61 MCC 209
and 766 (except hides and commodities
in bulk), from the plantsite and storage
facilities of Hygrade Food Products
Corp., located at or near Storm Lake and
Cherokee, Iowa, to points in Indiana and
Ohio, restricted to traffic originating at
the named origin points, and destined to
the named destination states.

NoT.--Applicant holds motor contract
carrier authority in No. MC 129135 (Sub-No.
2), therefore dual operations may be In-
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests It be held at either De-
troit, Mich., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 127539 (Sub-No. 56), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: PARKER
REFRIGERATED SERVICE, INC., 1108
54th Ave., East, Tacoma, Wash. 98424.
Applicant's represdntative: Michael D.
Duppenthaler, 607 3rd Ave., Seattle,
Wash. 98104. Authority sought to operate"
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Food and foodstuffs, in vehicles equip-
pod with mechanical refrigeration, from
the plantslte and facilities of Rogers
Walla Walla, Inc., located at Walla
Walla, Wash., and Milton-Freewater,
Oreg., to points in California.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Seattle,
Wash.

No. MC 128246 (Sub-No. 18), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: SOUTH-
WEST TRUCK SERVICE,,a corporation,
P.O. Box AD. Watsonvllle, Calif. 95076.
Applicant's representative: William F.
King, Suite 400, Overlook Bldg., 6121
Lincolnia Rd., Alexandria, Va. 22312. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts and -meat byproducts and articles
distributed by meat packinghouses as de-

scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix
I to the report in Descriptions In Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 209 and 706
(except hides and commodities in bulk),
from Wichita, Kans., to Alpine, El Paso,
Fort Stockton, Marfa, Midland, Odessa,
and Pecos, Tex., and points in New
Mexico, restricted to a transportation
service to be-performed under continuing
contract or contracts with Safeway
Stores, Inc. of Oakland, Calif.

Nor=.-Appllcant states tho authorlty
sought Involves only the territorial expansion
of the present contract carrier service being
provided by applicant under continuing con-
tracts with Safeway Stores Inc. at Oakland,
Calif. If a-hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests that It be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 128246 (Sub-No. 19), filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: SOUTH-
WEST TRUCK SERVICE, a corporation,
P.O. Box AD., Watsonville, Calf. 95076,
Applicant's representative: William F.
King, Suite 400, Overlook Bldg., 6121
Idncolnia Rd., Alexandria, Va. 22312. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts, as described
in Section A of Appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 MCC 209 and 766 (except com-
modities in bulk), from the plantsite and
warehouse facilities of Payton Packing
Co. at or El Paso, Tex., the plantsite and
warehouse facilities of Glover Packing
Co. at or near Roswell, N. Mex., the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of
Swift & Co. at or near Clovis, N. Mex.;
and the plantsite and warehouse facili-
ties of Schwartzman Packing Co. at or
near Albuquerque, N. Mex., to the plant-
site and warehouse facilities of the Safe-
way Stores, Inc. Meat Processing Plant
at or near Wichita, Kans., restricted to
the transportation service to be per-
formed under a continuing contract or
contracts with Safeway Stores, Inc, of
Oakland, Calif.

NoTe.-f a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it bo held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 128879 (Sub-14o. 24), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: C-B TRTCX
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1159, St. Joseph,
Mo. 64502. Applicant's representative:
Roland Rice, Suite 501, PerpetUal Bldg.,
1111 E St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20004.
Authority sought to operate as a commolt
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual, value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk and commodities re-
quiring special equipment), between
Amarillo, Tex., and Klamath Falls,
Oreg.: From Amarillo over U.S. High-
way 66 to junction U.S. Highway 85.
thence over U.S. Highway 85 to Junction
New Mexico Highway 44, thence over
New Mexico Highway 44 to Junction, U.S.
Highway 550, thence over U.S. Highway
550 to junction U.S. Highway, 160, thence
over U.S. Highway 160 to Junction U.S,
Highway 666, thence over U.S. Highway
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666 to junction U.S.'Highway 163, thence
over U.S. Highway 163 to Junction US.
Highway 50, thence over U.S. Highway
50 to junction U.S. Highway 89, thence

. over US. Highway 89 to junction Inter-
state Highway 80, thence over Interstate
Highway 80 to junction U.S. Highway 95,
thence.over U.S. Highway 95 to junction
Nevada Highway 140, thence over Nevada
Highway 140 to junction Oregon High-
way 140, thence over Oregon Highway
140 to Kiamath Falls and return over the
same route.

NoT.-The purpose of this application is
to substitute lamath Falls, Oreg., in lieu of
-El Paso, 'rex., as an interchange point. Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests It
be held at either San Francisco, Calif., or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 129032 (Sub-No. 36), filed
April 14, 1977. Applicant: TOM INMAN
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 9667, Tulsa,
Oklahoma 74107. Applicant's representa-
tive: John Paul Fischer, 256 Montgomery
Street, 5th Floor, San Francisco, Califor-
nia 94104. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Chicoite,
NMFC Item 48115, a natural noncollol-
dal earth product having value for its
absorptive properties, containing not less
than 73 percent silica and not more then
10 percent alumina, in bags or boxes (ex-
cept in bulk), from the plant sites and
facilities of Excel-Mineral Company lo-
cated at Taft, California, and approxi-
mately 16.9 miles north of McKtttrlck,
California, to all points in the states of
Wyoming, New Mexico, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla-
homa, Texas, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri,
Arkansas, Louisiana, Wisconsin, Illinois,
Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee,
Mississippi, and Colorado.

NoTE.--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
'applicant requests that it be held at Los
Angeles, California. Common control may be
involved.

No. MC 133119 (Sub-No. 118), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: -HEYL
TRUCK LINES, INC., 200 Norka Drive,
Akron, Iowa 51001. Applicant's repre-
sentative: -i J. Swanson, 521 So. 14th
Street P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Authority sought to operate as a
commbn carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Processea
meats, from Booneville, Miss., to ports
of entry on the International Boundary
line between the United. States and
Canada; located at or near Blaine, Wash.,
Sweetgrass and Raymond, Mont., Por-
tal ind-Pembina, N. Dak., and Noyes,
Minn., restricted to traffic moving to
Provinces of British Columbia, Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba, Canada.

NorT.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests It be held at either
Omaha, Nebr., or Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC-133541 Sub No. 4, filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: McKIBBEN
MOTOR SERVICE, INC., Smalley Road
and Big 4 Railroad, Cincinnati, Ohio
45215. Applicant's representative: Rich-
ard Brandon, 220 West Bridge Street,
Post Office'Box 97, Dublin, Ohio 43017.

NOTICES

Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes transporting flbreboard containers
and metal containers from the facilities
of Astro Container Corporation at or near
Cincinnati, Ohio to Indiana, Pennsyl-
vania, Tennessee, and West Virginia, and
materials used in manufacture of fibre-
board containers and metal containers
from points In Indiana, Tennessee, Penn-
sylvania and West Virginia to the facili-
ties of Astro Container Corporated at or
near Cincinnati, Ohio, under a continu-
ing contract, or contracts, with Astro
Container Corporation.

No=.-:If a hearing Is required applicant
gives Columbus, Ohio, as Its preference.

No. MC 133566 (Sub-No. 79), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: GANGLOFF
& DOWNHAM TRUCKING CO., INC.,
P.O. Box 479, Logansport, Mad. 46947. Ap-
plicant's representative: Charles W,
Belnhauer, One World Trade Center.
Suite 1573, New York, N.Y. 10048. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Food and foodstuffs,
in vehicles equipped with mechanical
refrigeration, (except commodities in
bulk, in tank vehicles), from the plant-
site and warehouse facilities of Kraft,
Inc., located at Champaign, Ill., to points
in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusett-, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, and the
District of Columbia, restricted to traffic
originating ht the above named origin
and destined to the above named destina-
tions.

Nomr-If a hearing Is deemed nccesary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Chicago, IL, or New York City, N.Y.

No. MC 133591 (Sub-No. 35), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: WAYNE
DANIEL TRUCK, INC., P.O. Box 303,
Mount Vernon, Mo. 65712. Applicant's
representative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O.
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
tier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) -Foods, food-
stuffs, food treating compounds, chemi-
cals and additives, advertising parapher-
nalia, and materials, equipment and sup-
plies used in the manufacture; prepara-
tion, sale and distribution of spices, ex-
tracts, convenience foods, confectionery
products,'food products, salad dressing,
and foodstuffs; and (2) those commodi-
ties, the transportation of which is en-
empt or partially exempt from regulation
under the provisions of Section 203(b)
(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act, in
mixed loads with the commodities de-
scribed in (1) above, from points in
California (except from the facilities of
Castle & Cooke Foods; located at San
Francisco and San Jose, Calif.. and from
the facilities of Tillie Lewis Foods, Inc.,
located at or near Antioch, Modesto,
Pittsburg and Stockton, Calif.), to points
n Arkansas, Illinois, Kansas and

Missouri. I
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therefore dual operations may be involved. If
a hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests It be held at either San Francisco,
Calif, or St. LouI Mo.

No. MC 133689 (Sub-No. 117), filed
March 23, 1977. Applicant: OVERLAND
EXPRESS, INC., 719 First St., S.W., New
Brighton, Minn. 55112. Applicant's rep-
resentative: 'Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box
6010, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Au-
'thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Lamps, electric,
from Versailles, Ky.; Salem and
Danvers, Mass.; and St. Mary's Pa, to
Dearborn, Mich.; Cleveland, Ohio; Elk
Grove Village, Ill.; 'Charlotte, N.C., and
Atlanta, Ga.

Nora-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis.
Winn.

No. MC 133689 (Sub-No. 118), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: OVERLAND
EXPRESS, Inc., 719 First St., S.W, New
Brighton, Minn. 55112. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box
6010, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs (except
commodities in bulk, In tank vehicles) in
vehicles equipped.with mechanical re-
frigeration, from the plantsite and ware-
house facilities of Kraft, Inc., located at
New Ulm Minn., to Atlanta, Ga. and its
commercial zone.

Noam-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the Applicant requests it be held at Rinne-
apolls, ian.

No. MC 134068 (Sub-No. 35), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: KODIAK
REFRIGERATED LINES, INC., 3336
East Fruitland Avenue, P.O. Box 58327.
Vernon, Calif. 90058. ApplIcant's repre-
sentative: Joseph W. Harvey, P.O. Box
1018, Denver, Colo. 80201. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Steel siding and acces-
sories, from Minneapolis, Minn., to
points In California, Colorado, Idaho,
New Mexico, Oregon, Texas and Wash-
ington..

No'rr--Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Minneapolis,
M.inn.

No. MC 134300 (Sub-No. 15), fied
April 7. 1977. TRIPLE R EXPRESS.
INC., P.O. Box 12866, 498 First Street
Northwest, New Brighton, Mlinnesota
55112. ApplicanVs representative: F. H.
Kroeger, 1745 University Avenue, St.
Paul. Minnesota 55104. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting frozen foods, from the plant site
and/or storage facilities utilized by Sea-
brook Foods, Inc., at Seabrook, New
Jersey. to points in Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota.
Missouri. Ohio, Pennsylvania (west. of
Highway 219), and Wisconsin.

orm.--Common Control may be mvolved.
Norr.-Applicant holds contract carrier au- If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant

thority in M 134494 (Sub-Nfe. 1, 3, and 6). requests it be held at St. Paul, Minnesota.
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'No. MC 134387 (Sub No. 45), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: BLACK-
BURN TRUCK LINES, INC., 4998 Bran-
yon Ave., South Gate, Calif. 90280. Appli-
cant's representative: Lucy Kennard
Bell, 606 South Olive Street, Suite 825,
Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor viehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Empty glass containers,
from points in Los Angeles County, Calif.,
to points in Washoe County, Nev.

NorE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant -equests it to be held at Los An-
geles County, Calif.

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 103), filed
April 15, 1977. Applicant: CHARTER
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 3772, Spring-
field, Mo. 65804. Applicant's representa-
tive: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hubbell Build-
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting:

(1) Earthenware, from Dundee, Mon-
mouth, and Morton, Ill., East Liverpool
and Wellsville, Ohio, York, Pa., and
Clarksburg, W. Va., to Hannibal, Kansas
City, Sedalia, and Sweet Springs, Mo.;

(2) Coil steel and sheet steel, from
Portage, Ind., Warren, Yorkville and
Youngtown, Ohio, Bakerstown and Pitts-
burgh, Pa., and Weirton, W. Va., to Han-
nibal, Kansas City, Sedalia, and Sweet
Springs, Mo.;

(3) Earthenware, from Aspers, Pa., to
Hannibal, Kansas City, Sedalia, and
Sweet Springs, Mo.;

(4) Earthenware, from York, Aspers,
and Canonsburg, Pa., East Liverpool and
Wellsville, Ohio, Chester and Clarksburg,
W. Va., and Dundee, Monmouth, and
Morton, Ill., to Albany, Mo.;

(5) Earthenware, from Cannonsburg,
Pa., and Chester, W. Va., to Hannibal,
Sweet Springs, Sedalia, and Kansas City,
Mo.;

(6) Coil steel and sheet steel, from
Warren and Yorkville, Ohib, Bakerstown
and Pittsburgh, Pa., Weirton, W. Va,
Portage and Gary, Ind., and Chicago and
Joliet, Ill., to Albany, Mo.;

(7) Coil steel and sheet steel, from
Gary, Ind., and Chicago and Joliet, Ill.,
to Hannibal, Sweet Springs, Sedalia, and
Kansas City, Mo.;

(8) Electrical cords, electrical
switches, circuit breakers, and lead wires,
from Bridgeport, Conn., and Pawtucket
and Providence, R.I., to Clinton, Sweet
Springs, Sedalia, Hannibal, and Albany,
Mo.;

(9) Materials and supplies (except in
bulk) used in the manufacture of crock-
pots and small kitchen appliances, from
points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West
Virginia, to Albany, Sedalia, Clinton, and
Sweet Springs, Missouri; -

(10) Earthenware and small kitchen
,appliances, from the plantsite and stor-
age facilities utilized by Rival Manufac-
turing Company at or near Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, to points in Wisconsin, Michi-
gan, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Colorado,
Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, South Dakota,
Wyoming, Missouri, Minnesota, Ne-

NOTICES

braska, Iowa, FlOrida, Georgia, Massa-
chusetts, New York, North Carolina,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Virginia,
West Virginia;Louisiana, Arkansas, Ken-
tucky, Tennessee, and Alabama. Restric-
tion: The operations authorized in (1)
through (10) are restricted to traffic
originating at the named origins and
destined to the facilities of Rival Manu-
facturing Company.

* (11) (a) Small kitchen appliances
and (b) equipment, material, and sup-
plies (except in bulk), used in the sale,
distribution, and manufacture of the
commodities in (a) above, between Jack-
son, Miss., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Missouri (except Kansas
City and St. Louis and their commercial
zones as defined by the Commission), re-
stricted to traffic originating at or 'des-
tined to the facilities of Rival Manufac-
turing.Company.

NoTE.-The purpose of paragraphs (1) thru
(8) and paragraph (11) of this application
is to convert permits and MC-138398 (Sub
Nos. 2, 5, 9, 11 and 16; paragraph 9 is to con-
vert unopposed pending application 1JC-
138393 (Sub 19); paragraph (10) is to con-
vert permits Charter was authorized to ac-
quire in MC-F-12570 and change the com-
modity description from ceramic tile to
earthenware and small kitchen 'appliances
(such as crockpots, can openers, and ice
crushers).

Nom.-Applicant holds motor contract
carrier authority in MC-133398 and sub num-
bers thereunder, therefore, dual operations
may be involved. Common control may also
be involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at either Kansas
City. Missouri or St. Louis. Missouri.

No. MC 135082 (Sub-No. 45), filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: BURSCH
TRUCKING, INC. doing business as
ROADRUNNER TRUCKING, INC., P.O.
Box 26748; 415 Rankin Road N.E., Albu-
querque, New Mexico 87125. Applicant's
representative: DON F. JONES (same
address as 'Applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Lumber, lumber products, wood
products and millwork (except commod-
ities in bulk moving in tank vehicles),
(a) Between points in Arizona, Colorado
and New Mexico. (b) From .points in
Arizona, Colorado and New Mexico, to
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii. (c) From points in
Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri,
Mississippi, Oklahoma, Texas and Wyo-
ming, to points in Arizona, Colorado, New
Mexico and Utah. (d) From points in
California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Or-
egon, Washington, Utah and Wyoming,
to points in Arizona, Colorado, New Mex-
ico, Arkansas,* Oklahoma, Missouri, Ar-
kansas, Louisiana and Texas; (2) Resin
and wax emulsion, in shipper-owned
containers, between points in New Mexico
on the one hand, and, on the other, pointd
in Texas and Arkansas; and (3) Ma-
chinery, equipment and supplies destined
to sawmill, lumber products-and wood
products mill locations (except commodL
ties in bulk moving in tank vehicles),
from points in the United States (except

Alaska and Hawaii) , o points in Arizona,
Colorado, New Mexico and Utah.

NoT.-Applicant Intends to tack the sep-
arate authorities herein sought under para-
graphs (a), (b), (c), and(d) at points In the
common gateway states of Arizona, Colorado
and New Mexico in order to provide a through
service from the origin states specified In
paragraphs (c) and (d) to the destination
states specified in paragraph (b), and author-
ity to so tack and provide said through serv-
ice Is hereby sought and requested in thil
application. Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in'No, MC 115524 (Sub-No. 2) and
other subs thereunder, therefore dual opera.
tions may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests It be held
at either Albuquerque, N. Mex.: Portland,
Oreg.; Dallas, Tex.; or Phoenix, Ariz.

No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 30), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: BASS
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., Old
Croton Road, P.O. Box 391, Flemlngton,
N.J. 08822. Applicant's representative:
Ronald L. Knorowski (same address as
applicant), Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Plastic pellets and granules, and powder
in bulk, in tank vehicles. From Edison,
N.J., tO points in Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, New Hampshire, Vermont,
and those in Pennsylvania west of a line
beginning at the Pennsylvania-Mary-
land State Line and extending along un-
numbered highway (formerly portion
U.S. Highway 111), through Shrewsbury
and Jacobus, Pa., to junction Interstate
Highway 83, thence along Interstate
Highway 83 through York, Pa., to Juno-
tion unnumbered highway (formerly
portion U.S: Highway 111), thence along
unnumbered highway to Junction Penn-
sylvania Highway 295, thence along
Pennsylvania Highway 295 through
Zions View and Strinestown, Pa., to
junction Interstate Highway 83, thence
along Interstate Highway 83 through
Lemoyne, Pa., to junction unnumbered
highway (formerly portion U.S. Highway
111), thence along unnumbered high-
way to junction U.S. Highway 15 near
Harrisburg, Pa, and thence along High-
1.vay 15 to the Pennsylvania-NeW York
State line.

No=,.-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in various subs under MO 87720,
therefore dual operations may be involved,
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either New York
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 136086 (Sub-No. 6) (Partial
Correction), filed February, 22, 1977,
published in the FEDERAL RErlSTER Issue
of April 7, 1977, and republished In part
as corrected this Issue. Applicant:
BACIL GUILEY, doing business as
GUILEY TRUCKING, 8615 Pecan Ave-
nue, Fontana, Calif. 92335. Applicant's
representative: Milton W. Flack, 4311
Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 300, Los
Angeles, Calif. 90010. The purpose of this
partial republication Is to Indicate the
correct request of authority in (1)
should read as follows: "Dies and die
molds used in the manufacture and
processing of steel roofing, siding and
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floor decking In mixed shipments with
steel roofing, siding -and Iloor decking,
between the plantsites of Verco Manu-
facturing, Inc., located at Phoenix, Ariz.,
Fontana, Calif., and Everett, Wash." The
rest of the publication remains the same.

No. MC 136168 (Sub-No. 14), filed
April 15, 1977. Applicant: WILSON CER-
TIFIED EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 717,
Marshall, Missouri 65340. Applicant's
Representative: Donald L. Stern, 530
Univac Building, 7100 W. Center Road,
Omaha, Nebraska 68106. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) meats, meat products,
meat by-products and articles distrib-
uted by meat packinghouses, as described
in Sections A and C of Appendix I to the
Report in Descriptiqns in Motor Carrier
Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from the plant site and warehouse facili-
ties utilized by Fischer Packing Co., a
subsidiary of Wilson Foods Corporation,
at Louisville, Kentuckyi to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and
Virginia; (2) Returned shipments, and
materials, supplies and equipment (ex-
cept commodities in bulk and those ship-
ments requiring specil equipment)
utilized-in the manufacture, sale and dis-
tribution of the commodities specified
In (1) above, from points in Connecticut,
Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Vir-
ginia to the facilities specified as origins
in (1) above; restricted (a) to traffic
originating or terminating at the plant
site and warehouse facilities utilized by
Fischer Packing Co., a subsidiary of Wil-
son Foods Corporation at Louisville, Ken-
tucky; and (b) limited to a transporta-
tion service -to be performed under a
continuing contract with Fischer Pack-
ing Co., a subsidiary of Wilson Foods
Corporation.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at Dallas,
Texas, or Kansas City, Missouri. Dual opera-
tions may be involved.

No. MC 136601 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: WILJAM L.
MAYS AND RAYMOND F. MAYS, doing
business as RAYMOND F. MAYS & SON,

.P.O. Box 190-B, Amherst, Va. 24521. Ap-
plicant's representative: R. Cameron

-Rollins, 321 .R- Center Street, Kingsport,
Tenn. 37660. Authority sought to oP-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transportlng:
Concrete 'burial vaults and crypts, frqm
the plantsite of Everlast Precast Prod-
ucts, a division of Everlast Burial Vaults,.
Inc., successor to Precast Products, Inc.,
located at Iynchburg, Va., to those
points in that part of the United States
on and east of a line beginning at the
-mouth of the Mississippi River, and ex-
tending along the Mississippi River to

its junction with the western boundary
of Itfsca County, Minn., thence north-

ward along the western boundaries of
Itasca and Koochiching Counties, Minn.,
to the International Boundary Line be-
tween the United States and Canada,
under a 'continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Everlast Precast Products,
a division of Everlast Burial Vaults, Inc.,
successor to Precast Products, Inc.

NoTE.-I a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It bo held at either Wash-
ington, D.C., or Nashville, Tenn.

No. MOC 136786 Sub-No. 112), filed
March 11, 1977. Applicant: ROBCO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 309 5th Ave-
nue Northwest, New Brighton, Minn.
55112. Applicant's representative: Stan-
ley C. Olsen, Jr., 7525 Mitchell Road,
Eden Prairie, Mnn. 55343. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat b j-products, and articles distrib-
uted by meat packinghouses (except
hides and commodities in bulk), as de-
fined in Sections A and C to Appendc
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766, from the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of Wilson Foods Corporation,
located at Albert Lea, Minn., to points in
Virginia, restricted to the transportation
of traffic originating at the above named
origins and destined to the named desti-
nations. "

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Dallas, Tex.,
or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 136916 (Sub-No. 16), filed
April 5, 1977. Applicant: LENAPE
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O.
Box 227, Lafayette, N.J. 07848. Appli-
cant's representative: Morton E. Kiel,
Suite 6193, 5 World Trade Center, New
York, N.Y. 10048. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Hard Ferrites, in bulk, in dump ve-
hicles, from Edgewater, N.J., to Sauger-
ties, N.Y.

Noz-If a hearing Is deemed necessaly,
applicant requests that It be held at New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 138065 (Sub-No. 6), filed April
13,1977. Applicant: LOU BOLE CARPET

•CARRIERS, INC., 34-19 24th Street,
LMC., N.Y. 11106. ApplIcant's represent-
ative: Michael R. Werner, 2 West 45th
Street, New York, N.Y. 10036. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Floor covering and mate-
rials, supplies and dquipment used in
the installation of floor covering (except
commodities In bulk), between carrier's
terminal facilities in Belleville. N.J., on
the one hand, and, on the other, New
York, N.Y., Nassau, Rockland, Suffolk,
and Westchester Counties, N.Y.; Fair-
field County, Conn.; Bergen, Passaic,
Hudson, Essex, Union, Middlesex, Somer-
set, Morris, Monmouth, Sussex, Warren,
and Hunterdon Counties, N.J.; those
points in Mercer County, N.J. on and
north of a line beginning at Junction
New Jersey-Pennsylvania State line and
Interstate Highway 195 and extending
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along Interstate Highway 195 to the
Mercer-Monmouth County line; and
thoce points In Ocean County, N.J. on
and north of a line beginning at junc-
tion Monmouth-Ocean County line and
Interstate Highway 195 and extending
along Interstate Highway 195 to junction
New Jersey Highway 526, thence along
New Jersey Highway 526 to junction
New Jersey Highway 549, thence along
New Jersey Highway 549 to the Atlan-
tic Ocean.

Tlk.m-f a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests that it bZ held at
New York. N.Y.

No. MC 138157 (Sub-No. 34), filed
April 18, 1977. Applicant: SOUTHWEST
EQUIPMENT RENTAL, INC., doing
business as SOUTHWEST MOTOR
FREIGHT, 2931 South Market Street,
Chattanooga, Tennessee 37410. Appli-
cant's representative: Patrick E. Quinn,
P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebraska 68501.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Flexible ductwork
and air conditioning registers, from the
facilities of Goodman Manufacturing
Corp. at or near Houston, Texas to points
in the United States. Restricted to traffic
originating at the facilities of Goodman
Manufacturing Corp.

Nor-UI a hearing is deemed necessary.
applicant requests It be held at Houston.
Texas. Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority in MC-134150 and subs thereunder
therefore dual operations may be involved
Common control may also be involved.

No. MC 138304 (Sub-No.- 13), filed
March 21, 1977. NATIONAL PACKERS
EXPRESS, INC., 3445 Patterson Plank
Road, North Bergen, N.J. 07047. Appli-
cant's representative: Craig B. Sherman,
Barnett Bank Building, 1108 Kane Con-
course, Bay Harbor Islands, Fla. 33154.
Authority sought as a common carrier,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Breadcrumbs and sjrups (except com-
modities in bulk) from Evansville, Ind.
to points In Pennsylvania, New Jersey,
New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island,
Massachusetts pmd New Hampshire.

Toam-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Miami. Pla., Washington. D.C. or Chicago,
I.

No. MC 138308 (Sub-No. 20), filed
March 15, 1977. Applicant: KLM, INC.-
2102 Old Brandon Road, P.O. Box 6098,
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Donald B. Morrison, 1500
Deposit Guaranty Plaza, P.O.-Box 22628,
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Crushed glass, from Cleveland,
Ohio, to points In Texas.

Nor.-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority In MO 128592, therefore dual
operations may be Involved. If a hearing In
deemed necenary applicant does not specify
a location.

No. 'MC 138345 (Sub-No. 7), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: BASIL B.
GORDAN, doing business as VALLEY
SPREADER COMPANY, 260 North 9th
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Street, P.O. Box 673, Brawley, Calif.
92227. Applicant's representative: Carl
H. Fritze, 1545 Wilshire Boulevard, Los
Angeles, Calif. 90017. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dry fertilizers, from Brea, San
Diego, and points in Imperial County,
Calif.,-to points in Arizona.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Yuma,
Ariz., or Los Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 138875 (Sub-No. 53), filed
March 21, 1977. Applicant: SHOE-
MAKE R TRUCKING COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 11900 Franklin Road, Boise,
Idaho 83705. Applicant's representative:
Irene Warr, 430 Judge Building, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84111. Authority sought
to operate as a commbn. carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, -transport-
ing: Frozen foods and potato products
other than frozen (except products in
bulk, meats, meat products, packing-
house products as described in Sections
A and C of Appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and' 766), from
points in Idaho, Oregon, and Washing-
ton, to points in Arkansas, Louisiana,
Oklahoma, and Texas.

NoT.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Boise, Idaho, or Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 138875 (Sub-No. '55), filed
April 18, 1977. Applicant: SHOEMAKER
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
11900 Franklin Rd.. Boise, ID. 83705. Ap-
plicant's representative: F. L. Sigloh,
11900 Franklin Rd., Boise, ID. 83705. Ap-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such products as
are dealt in by tile, Iloor ceiling wall and
counter coVering distributors, from The
facilities of Color Tile Super Marts, Inc.
at Compton, Ca., to the facilities of Color
Tile Super Marts, Inc. located at Boise
and Idaho .Falls, Id., and Great Falls,
Mt.

NoTE.-If a hehring Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that it be held at
either Houston, Tex., or Washington, D.C.

No. -MC 139391 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: G & H
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O.
Box 157, Widener, Ark. 72394. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank B. Hand,
Jr., P.O. Box 187, Berryville, Va. 22611.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Metal
printing press rollers, between the facil-
ities of Acrata Graphics, located at De-
pew, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the
other, the facilities of S & M Rotogravur
Service, Incorporated, located at New
Berlin, Wis., under a continuing con-
tract, or Contracts, with Arcata Graph-
Ics.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Buffalo, N.Y., o Washington, D.C.

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 230), filed
April 6, 1977. Applicant: NATIONAL

NOTICES

CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th Street,
P.O. Box 1358, LIberal, Kansas 67901.
Applicant's representative: Herbert
Alan Dubin, Suite 1030, 1819 H Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: diagnostic products, medi-
cines, drugs, sunglasses, and dental sup-
plies and materials, In vehicles equip-
ped with mechanical refrigeration, from
the facilities used by Warner-Lambert
Company at or near Morris Plains, N.J.
to Grand Rapids, Mich.

Nor.--Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in MC-133106 and subs thereunder,,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington, 1.C.

No. MC 139577 (Sub-No. 3) (amend-
ment), filed March 4, 1977, published
in the F DERAL -REGISTER issue of April
21, 1977, and republished as amended
this issue. Applicant: ADAMS TRAN-
SIT, INC., P.O. Box-338, Friesland, Wis.
53935. Applicant's representative: Del-
bert D. Young (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods and materials, equipment and sup-
plies (except commodities in bulk) used
or useful in the manufacture, sale or
distributioi of canned goods,* between
Antigo, Cambria, Clintonville, Friesland,
Galesville, Markesan, Theresa, and the
Township of Mackford, Green Lake
County, Wis., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the United States
(except Alaska, Arizona, California,
Hawaii, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon
and Washington), restricted 'to ship-
ments originating at or destined to the
above specified points. ,

Nor.--The purpose of this republication
is to indicate the addition of the Township
of Mackford, Green Lake County, lWs. as an
additional base point. If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests it be held
at either Milwaukee, Wis., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 139973 (Sub-No. 24) (partial
correction), filed March 10, 1977, pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of
April 21, 1977 as No. MC 138873 (Sub-
No. 24), and republished, in part as cor-
rected this issue. Applicant: J. H. WARE
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 398, Fulton,
Mo. 65251. Applicant's representative:
Larry D. Knox, 900 Hubbell Building,
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. The purpose of
this republication in part is to indicate
the correct docket number assigned to
this proceeding as No. MC 139973 (Sub-
No. 24) in lieu of No. MC 138873 (Sub-
No. 24) as previously published in error.
The rest of the publication remaint the
same.

No. MC 140389 (Sub-No. 14), filed
March. 17, 1977. Applicant: OSBORN
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Highway 77,
P.O. Box 1830, Gadsden, Ala. 35902. Ap-
plicant's representative: Larry Smith
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting : Foodstuffs (except com-

modities in bulk), from the facllities or
or used by Packers Cold Storage located
at or near Laramie and Cheyenne, Wyo.,
to Alabama, California, Florida, Georgia,
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, No-
vada, North Carolina, Oregon, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Washington,
and Wisconsin.

No.---Common control may be Involved,
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the np-
plicant requests It be held at either Blrming-.
ham, Ala., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 140539 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: TENNESSEE
EXPRESS, INC., 22 Stanley Street,
Nashville, Tenn. 37210. Applicant's rep-
resentative: George M. Catlett, 703-700
McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 40001.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except Classes A and B
explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities In bulk,
those requiring special equipment, and
telephone equipment, materials and sup-
plies), between the facilities of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority Nuclear Genera-
tor Plant located at or near Hartsville,
Tenn.,. on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Davidson County, Tenn.

NoxE.-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in MO 136714 (Sub-No. 1), there-
fore dual operation may be Involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at either Chattanooga
or Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 140581 (Sub-No. 8), filed
April 15, 1977. Applicant: TOMMY
HAGWOOD, d.b.a. HAGWOOD ENTER-
PRISES, Route 1, Box 222-A, Trafford.
Alabama 35172. Applicant's representa-
tive: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 North
Washington Boulevard, P.O. Box 1267,
Arlington, Virginia 22210. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier
by motor vehicle, over irregular route.,
transporting: Motor vehicles, in truck-
away service, Between Port Hueneme,
Calif., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points In Louisiana, Mississippi,
Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, Florida,
South Carolina, North Carolina, Vir-
ginia, Maryland, Delaware, the District
of Columbia, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
New York, ConnecticUt, Rhode Island,
Massachusetts, Vermont, Texas, New
Hampshire, and Maine. Restriction: Re-
stricted against the transportation of
trailers, semi-trailers, and trailer chassis
(other than those designed to be drawn
by passenger automobiles), in initial or
secondary movements, In truckaway
service; new self-propelled passenger or
property-carrying electric motor vehicles'
weighing less than 1,000 lbs.: self-pro-
beled passenger or property-carrying
golf buggies, or commercial adaptations
thereof; three wheeled motor vehicles
and trailers; and motocycles and motor
scooters.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests that It be held at Los
Angeles, Calif.
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No- MC 140612 (Sub-No. 15),. filed.
March 18, 1977. Applicant: ROBERT F.
KAZIMOUR, P.O. Box 2207, Cedar Rap-
Ids, Iowa 52406. Applicant's representa-
tive: A. J. Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, 521
South 14th St., Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au-
thority -sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, from

-the facilities of Terminal Ice and Cold
Storage Co, located at or near Betten-
dorf, Iowa, to points in Kentucky and
Tennessee.

NoT.--Appllcant holds contract carrier
authority in MC 138003 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual, operations may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed, necessary, -applicant
requests It be held at Lincoln, Nebr., or Bet-
tendorf, Iowa.

No. MC 140829 (Sub-No. 43), filed
Mar h- 11, 1977. Applicant: CARGO
CONTRACT CARRIER, CORP., P.O.
Box 206, U.S. Highway 20, Sioux City,
Iowa 51102." Applicant's- representative:
William X. Hanlon, 55 Madison Avenue,
Morristown, N.J. 07960. Authority sought

- to operate as acommon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Meat, meat products, meat by-prod-
uets, and articles distributed by meat
Packinghouses, as described in Section A
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities
In bulk), from the plantsite and storage
facilities utilized by Farmland Foods,
Inc., located at or near Crete, Nebr.;
Denison, Carroll and Iowa Falls, Iowa,
to points In Connectibut, Delaware,
Maine, Mlaryland, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, restricted to the transpor-
tation of traic originating at the named
origins and destined to points in the
above named destination states.

Noa.--Applicant holds contract carrier
authority In various subs under MC 136408,
therefore dual operations may be Involved.
It a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests It be held at Washington, D.C.. or
Omaha, lNebr.

No. MC 140846 (Sub-No. 4), filed
April 11, 1977. Applicant: CENTRAL
DEILLVERY SERVICE OF MASSACHU-
I"IS, INC., 125 Magazine Street, Boa.

ton, Massachusetts 02119. Applicant's
representative: Jeremy Kahn, Suite 733,
Investment Building, Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority-sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: miro-
fiche, microfilm, and computer printout
fapes, between Boston, Massachusetts
and- Nashua, New Hampshire, under a,
continuing contract or contracts with
Grapbic Microfilm, Inc, Boston, Massa-
chusetts, restricted against the trans-
portation of shipments weighing In the
aggregate more than 50 pounds from one-
consignor at one location to one con-
slgnee at one location on any one day.

Nor.--Common control may be Involved.
If a -nearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests Itbe held at Boston, Massachusetts.

No. MC 140855 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 17, -1977. Applicant: TAB

NOTICES

TRUCKING, INC., E. 3G28 Syndicate
Blvd., Spokane, Wash. 98202. Applicants
representative: George R. LaBissonlere,
1100 Norton Building, Seattle, Wash.
98104. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Recyc
garnet, magnesium and zinc oxide, in
sacks and in bins, from Spokmne County,
Wash., on the- one hand. and, on the
other, points In the United States. in-
cluding Alaska but excluding Hawaii,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Inland Zinc Company.

Nor.--If a hearing is deemed necessary.
the applicant requents It be held at Spokane,
Wash.No.MC 14092 (Sub-No. 1). filed March
17, 1977. Applicant: CLOVERDALE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 103 Fourth Avenue NW., AM-
dan, N. Dak. 58554. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, Nebr., 08501. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Lumber, plywood and par-
ticleboard, from points In Idaho, Mon-
tans, Oregon and Washington to points
in Minnesota and North Dakota, under
a continuing contract or contracts with
Emmer Brothers Company.
•rO.-If a bearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests It be held at MInne-
apolis or St. Paul, Allnn.

No. MC 141033 (Sub-No. 21), iled
March 17, 1977. Applicant: CONTINEN-
TAL CONTRACT CARRIER CORP.,
15045 E. Salt Lake Ave., P.O. Box 1257.
City of Industry, Calif. 91749. Applicant's
representative: R,. A. Peterson, P.O. Box
81849, Lincoln Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Domestic air coolers,
heat exchangers, equalizers, air condi-
tioning equipment, electric warm, air
furnaces, evaporator coils and associated
equipment, from Dallas, Tex., to points
In the United. States (except Alaska and
Hawaii); and (2) returned shipments
and materials and supplies used In the
manufacture and distribution of com-
modities named In (1) above, from points
In the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii), to Dallas, Te.

- Nom-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority In MO 124790 Sub-No. 11 and
other subs thereunder, therefore dual oper-
ations may be Involved. Common control
may also be involved. If a bearing is deemed
neceiry, applicant requests It be held at
either Dallas, Tex, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 14107 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 21, 1977: Applicant: LARANLTA
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 870 West
9th Street, San Pedro, Calif. 90731. Ap-
plicant's representative: William J. Mon-
helm, 15942 Whittier Blvd., P.O. Box
1756, Whittier, Calif. 90609. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Canned and preserved
foodstuffs, from the plant slted and stor-
age facilities of Heinz U.S.A., Division of
H. 3.Heinz Company, located at or near
Tracy and Stockton, Calif., to points in
Idaho, Oregon, Utah and Washington,
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under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Heinz US.A., Division of H.
J. Heinz Company.

Naor--Common control may be involved.
If a bearing Is deemed necessary, the appul-
cant requestz that It be held at Los Angeles,
Calif.

No. MC 141426 (Sub-No. 4), filed
Murch 10, 1977. Applicant: WHEATON
CARTAGE CO, a corporation, Milvie,
N.J. 08332. Applicant's representative: E.
Stephen Helsley, 666 Eleventh Street
NW., 805 McLachlen Bank Building,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Glass, metal, plastic; feld-
spar; talc, and clay articles -and pro-
ducts; gift items; molds and machinery;
bottle coating systems; and parts and
accessories for the above-mentioned
commodities; and materials, equipment
and supplies used oruseful in the produc-
tion, fabrication,. sale, distribution, as-
sembly, finishing, coating, pressing and
molding of the above-mentioned com-
modities, between the plant site of and
warehouse facilities utilized by Flat
River Glass Company located at or near
Flat River, Mo., on-the one hand, and, on
the other, points in the United ttates
(except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted
against the transportation of commodi-
ties in bulk, under a continuing contract
or contracts with Flat River Glass Com-
pany.

Kov--Appllcant states it already holds
contract carrier authority under Docket N(-.
MC 141426 and Subs to perform contract car-
rier servicea for Wheaton Industries and Its
affiliated companies. Dorchester Industrez,
Inc. and Decora, Inc. Flat River GIQs Com-
pany 1s alo an affiliated company with
Wheaton Industrie. Applicant is a comr-
monly-controlled contract carrier, that Is
common ownership between carrier and ship-
per, and applicant further states that It Is
only seeking here to expand its contract car-
rie operations for WhRaton Industries and
Its al liated companiles. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 141570 (Sub-No. 5), flied
March 21, 1977. Applicant: ELEC-
TRONICS TRANSPORT, INC., 3213
Eighth Avenue North, P.O. Box 31103,
Biringham, Ala. 35222. Applicant's rep-
resentative: 3L. Craig Massey, 202 East
Walnut Street, P.O. Drawer JLakeland,
Fla. 33802. Authority sought to operateas
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Copy-
ing machines, and parts, materiaTs and
supplies used In the manufacture, instal-
latIon and sale of such commodities, be-
tween Atlanta, Ga., and points in its
commercial zone, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points In Alabama, Louist-
ann and Mississippi, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, withXerox Corpo-
ration.

Noz.-Applicant holds comman carrier au-
thority in MO 136269 (Sub-No. 2), there-
fore dual operations may be Involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
iequeSts It be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 141776 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: FOOD-
TRAIN. INC., Spring and South Center
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Streets, Ringtown, Pa. 17967. Applicant's
representative: L. Agnew Myers, Suite
407, Walker Building. 734 15th Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Food and foodstuffs In ve-
hicles equipped with mechanical re-
frigeration (except commodities in bulk,
in tank vehicles), from the plant and
warehouse facilities of Kraft Inc. located
at or near Champaign, IMi., to points in
Connecticut, Delaware. Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virginia and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

No.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Chicago, Ill., or Philadelphia, Pa.

No. MC 142129 (Sub-No. 3), filed
April 18, 1977. Applicant: VALLEY PAR-
CEL SERVICE, INC., P.O. BoX 11486,
Fresno, California 93773. Applicant's
represeitative: Rodney D. Heintz, P.O.
Box 11486, Fresno, California 93773. Au-
thority sought to operate as common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities-in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), over irregular routes,
between Fresno Airport on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Fresno,
Kings, Tulare, Madera and Merced
Counties, California. Restricted to trans-
portation of traffmc having a prior or sub-
sequent out-of-State movement by air.

NoT.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Fresno,
California, or San Francisco, California.

No. MC 142213 -(Sub-No. 1), fled
March 23, 1977. Applicant: COUNTY
MOVING & STORAGE, CO., INC., Ac-
cess Highway, Route 89, P.O. Box 91, Car-
Ibou, Maine 04736. Applicant's represent-
ative: Linda C. Harper (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods, as defined by the Com-
mission, between points in Maine.

No-.--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at either Bangor
or Presque Isle, Maine.

No'. MC 142258 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 18,1977. Applicant: DALE BLAND
TRUCKING, INC., R.R. 1, Switz City,
Ind.' 47465. Applicant's representative:
Michael V. Gooch, 777 Chamber of Com-
merce Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Coal, from
points in Kentucky, to points in Indiana.

NOTE-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Louisville,
Ky.; Chicago, Ill.; or Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 142606 (Sub-No. 1), filed
April 10, 1977. Applicant: WESCO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 22 2 W. Gar-
vey, Suite , West Covina, Calif. 91790.
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Applicant's representative: William J.
Monheim, 15942 Whittier Blvd, Suite 106,
P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, Calif. 90609. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting furniture parts from
Leitchfleld, Ky, to Vernon, Calif., under
a continuing contract or contracts with
Universal-Seng Company, subsidiary of
Hoover Ball and Bearing Company.

NOTE-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that It be held at Los
Angeles, Calif.

'No. MC 142611 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: HERMAN
WILLIAMS TRUCKING CO., a corpora-
tion, 2301 Columbus-Manchester Ex-
pressway, Columbus, Ga. 31904, Appli-
cant's representative: Herman Williams
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Wood chips, from Green-
ville, Ga.,'to Mahrt, Ala., under a con-
tinuing contrict, or contracts, with
Georgia Kraft Company.

NOTE If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Colum-
bus or Atfanta, Ga.

No. MC 142672 (Sub-No; 2), filed
March 11, 1977. Applicant: DAVID
BENEUX PRODUCE AND TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 232, Mulberry, Ark. 72947.
Applicant's representative: Don Garri-
son, 204 Highway 71 North, Suite 3,
Springdale, Ark. 72764. Authority sought
to operate as a:common carrier, by-mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes; trans-
porting: New furniture, crated, from
Fort Smith and Van Buren, Ark., to
points-in Arizona, California, Idaho, Ne-
vada, New Mexico,- Oregon, Utah .and
Washington.

NOTE.-If a hearing In detmed 'necessary,
-the applicant requests it be held at Tulsa,
Okla., or Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 142725 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb-
ruary 22, 1977. Applicant: NEVADA
WESTERN CONCRETE, INC., 2600
Akron Way, -Carson City, Nev.. 89701.
Applicant's representative: Lee Fanter
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Natural, crushed gypsum,
in bulk, in end dump type equipment,
from the minesite of Western Gypsum
Co., and/or Arf Wilson Co., located in
Lyon County, Nev., to points in Cali-
fornia north of Fresno, points in Oregon
south of U.S. Highway 20, and points in
Ada, Bannock, Bear Lake, Bingham,
Blaine, Boise, Bonneville, Butte, Camas,
Canyon, Caribou, Cassia, Elmore, Frank-
lin, Gem, Jefferson, Jerome, Gooding,
Lincoln, Madison, Oneida, Owyhee, Pay-
ette, Power, Teton, and Twin. Falls
Counties, Idaho, under a continuing con-
tract or contracts with Western States
Gypsum Co., and/or Art Wilson Co.

NoTE..-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Carson City or Reno, Nev.

No. MC 142970 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: BAILEY &

WHITAKER TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box
4011, Columbus, Ga. 31904. Applicant's
representative: J. Michael May, Suite
400, 1447 Peachtree Street, N.E., Atlanta,
Ga. 30309. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Crushed
granite, from Columbus and LaGrange,
Ga., to points in Barbour, Bullock, Cham-
bers, Coffee, Covington, Dale, Geneva,
Henry, Houston, Lee, Macon, Pike, Ran-
dolph, Russell and Tallapoosa Counties,
Ala., under a continuing contract or con-
tracts with Vulcan Materials Company,
Inc.

NOTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at elther
Atlanta, Ga., or Birmingham, Ala,

No. MC 143024 (Sub-No. I) (Correc-
tion), filed February 18, 1977, published
in the FEDERAL REolsTER issue of April 7,
1971 as 129830 Sub-No. 10, republished
as corrected this Issue, Applicant:
JACOBSMA TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, a corporation, 2600 Highway '5
North, Sioux City, Iowa 51105, Appli-
cant's representative: Patrick . Quinn,
P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid Icrtllier
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Oyens (Plymouth County), Iowa, to
points in Minnesota, Nebraska and South
Dakota, restricted to trafflo originating
at Oyens, Iowa, and destined to points
in the named destination states.

NoT.-Tho purpose of this republication
is indicate the correct docket number pIC
143024 Sub-I In lieu of MO 120830 Sub-No.
10 which was previously published In error.
Common control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, the applicant re-
quests it be held at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 143036 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 17, 1977. Applicant: JOHN L,
KOOP, doing business as, CUSTOV(
TOWING, 4020 Steele Street, Denver,
CO 80216. Applicant's representative:
Arthur R. Hauver, Suite 1600 Lincoln
Center, 1660 LincolntStreet, Denver, CO
80264. Authority Is sought to operate as
a common carrier by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Wrecked,
damaged, disabled and replacement
motor vehicles, in wrecker service, by the
use of wrecker equipment only, between
points in Colorado, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Kansas, Nebraska,
Wyoming, New Mexico, Utah, Oklahoma,
Montana, South Dakota, Iowa, Missouri,
Arizona, Nevada, California, Idaho, and
Texas.

NoTr.-If a hearing Is demed necesary,
applicant requests that it be held at Denver,
Colorado.

No. MC 143047 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 18, 1977. Applicant: C. W. MIT-
CHELL, INC., doing business as, Irr-
CHELL TRANSPORT, 4401 N. WestLshore
Blvd., Tampa, Fla. 33614. Applicant's
representative: Rudy Yessin, 314 Wilkin-
son Street, Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats and meat
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products, packaged, from East St. Louis. supplies used or useful in the perform-
Ill; Louisville, K-y., and -points In Iowa, a=ce of dialysis treatmnt, from Cinna-
Missour, Nebraska, Tennessee and mission and Delran TownshipS, New Jer-
Texas, to Tampa and Miami Fla., under sey to dlalysi clinics, hospitals and home
contract with-PeninsularMeatCompanY. treatment facilities in the states of Con-

-Norr-Applicant holds common carlier necticut, Delaware, Maryland, ssa-

authority in MC 140852, therefore dual opera- chusetts, New York, Pennsylvania.
tions may be Involved. If a hearing is deemed Rhode Island, Virginia, and the District
necessary, applicant requests It be held at of Columbia, under continuing contract
Tampaor3ITamiMa., or contracts with Erika Inc., located at

No. MC 143058 -(Sub-N4o. 1), filed Rockleigh, New Jersey.
March 17, 1977. Applicant: TRANS Nors--if a hearing Is deemed necessary.
WEST CARRIERS, INC., 1231 North applicant requests that it be held at Newark.
Blue Gum Street, Anaheim, Calif. 92806. New Jersey. or New York, New York.

Applicant's representative: Jerry Solo- No. MC 143111, filed March 17, 1977.
mon Berger, 433 North Camden Drive, Applicant: HELLEN PARN, doing busi-
6th floor,-Eeverly'Hills, Calif. 90210. Au- ness as EAST-WEST ENTER IES,
thority sought to operate as a contract 463 McRoberts Avenue, Toronto, On-
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular tario, Canada. Applicant's represent-
routes, transporting: Expanded plstic ative: Hellen Parn, (same address as ap-
articles, -from Wenatohee, Wash., to plicant). Authority sought to operate as
points in California, under a continuing a contract carrier, by motor vehicle over
contract or contracts with Dolco Pack- irregular routes, transporting: (1) Nails,
aging Corp. staples, and equipment and supplies

2,om-If a hearing Js deemed necessary, used in the production of nals and sta-
the -applicant requests- it be held at either pies, from the ports of entry on the In-

Burbank or Los Angeles, Calif. ternational Boundary line between the
No. MC 143068-(Sub-ITo. 1), filed United States and Canada. located on

March21, 1977.Applicant: R.Y. TRUCK- the Detroit and St. Clair Rivers, Mich.;

ING, INC, 'P.O. Box 648, Rocky Ford, to Des Plaines, Ill. and (2) staples, hot

Colo. 81067. Applicant's representative: tape, pneumatic nailer, pneumatic
-V Owen'Kendrick, Suite 1600 Lincoln staplers and equipment and supplies,

Center, -1660 Lincoln Street, Denver, used In the production, manufacture,

'Colo: 80264. Authority -sought to operate and sales of nails, pneumatic nailers and

'as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, pneumatic staplers, from Des Plaines,

over irregular routes, transporting Such Ill., to the ports of entry on the Inter-

eCmmodities as are manufactured by, national Boundary line between the

distributed -by, dealt inlu, and manu- United States and Canada, located on

facturing materials and supplies utilized Detroit and St. Clair Rivers, Mich., un-
by, iron and steel manufacturers, be- der a continuing contract, or contracts,

tween Rocky Ford, Colorado, on the one with Pasiode Canada Reg'd, restricted to

hand, and on the -other, points in the foreign commerce.
United States (except Alaska and No-z-If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
Hawai), Testricted to service provided applicant requests It be held at either Buf-
pursuant to a -continuing contract or falo, N.Y., or Detroit, Mich.
contracts with Double H Steel & Wire No. MC 143114, filed March 21. 1977.
Co., Inc. Applicant: STANDARD TRANSPORTA-

Norm-If a hearing Is deemed necessary. TION CO., INC, Intersection of US.
applicant requests that It be held at Denver, Highways 31 and 82, P.O. Box 102, Pratt-
Colo. vlle, Ala. 36067. Applicant's representa-

No. MC 143070 (Sub-No. 1), filed tive: Ronald I. Stichweh, 903 Frank
March 18, 1977. Applicant: SPRING- Nelson Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203.
FIELD TRUCKERS, INC, P.O. Box 250, Authority sought to operate as a con-

Ozark, Mo. 65671. Applicant's represent- tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
ative: Harry Ross, Jr., 58 South M regular routes, transporting: Trailer
Street, Winchester, Ky. 40391. Authority axles, and parts, suspensions, landing
sought to operate as a common carrier, gears, fifth wheels, hitches, and parts
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, thereof, and mechanical refrigeration
transporting: Coal, from points in Rog- units, from points located in and east of
ers, Craig, -and Ottawa Counties, Okla., Mnnesota6 Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and
to Springfield, Mo. Louisiana to points in states located west

thereof, excluding Hawaii and Alaska,
NoE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary, under a continuing contract or contracts

applicant requests it be held at either Kansas with Standard Parts & Equipment Co.
City or:St. Louls, Mo. located at Portland, Oregon.

No. MC 143081 (Sub-No. 1), filed April No=-If a bearing Is deemed necessary.
8, 1977. Applicant: W. R. LALEVEE the applicant requests It be held at either
TRUCKING CO., INC., RD. 1, Fleming- Washington, D.C., or BImlhsm, Ala.
ton, New Jersey 08822. Applicant's rep- No. MC 143124, f A 5, 1977.

-resentative: John T. Eildemann, P.O.
Box D, Newark, New Jersey 07105. Au- Applicant: WARIER TRANSPORTA-
thority sought to operate as a. contract TION COMPANY, a Corporation. 1721
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. Ap-
routes, transporting: Artifcua c ineys, plict's representative: Theodore Poly-
dialysate-soll tion, dialysis treatment ma- doroff, 1250 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
chines, ansd equipment, materials and Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
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sought to operate as a contract carrier.
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting:. Lme, limestone, limestone
products, concrete mix, sand mix, and
mortar mix (except liquid commodities
In bulk), from points in Tredyfrin,
Charleston, and East Whiteland Town-
ships, Pa.., to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts. New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Rhode
Island, South Carolinq, Vermont, and
Virginia, under a continuing contract,
or contracts, with Warner Company.

Nor.-The purpose of this application Is
to convert Applicant's certificate of public
convenience and neceszIty into a permit. Ap-
pUcant holds identical commodity and ter-
ritorill authority az a common carrier in No.
?4C 135043. If a hearing Is deemed necessary
the applicant requests It be held at Wash-
ington. D.C. Applicant has submitted evi-
deuce or support with It- application.

No. MC 143129. filed March 14, 1977.
Applicant: B.J.T. TRANSPORT, INC.,
P.O. Box 4485, East Providence, RI.
02915. Applicant's representative: Rob-
ert T. Amiss, 47 Timberland Drive, River-
side, RI. 02915. Anthority sought to op-
erate as a comomn carrier, by motor ve-
bicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
HeaM, specialized commodities, which
because of size, shape, and weight, re-
quire special handling, (except commodi-
ties in bulk, In tank vehicles), between
points In Connecticut, Delaware, Geor-
gia, lnois, Indiana, Maine, -Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virgina, and the District
of Columbia.

Noz.-If a hearing is deemed neczssry,
applicant d= not specify a location.

No. MC 143173, filed 31arch 18, 1977.
Applicant: DEIENDABLE DELIVERY
SERVICE, INC. 522 Twin Oaks Drive,
Havertown, Pa. 19083. Applicant's repre-
sentative: James W. Patterson, 1200
Western Savings Bank Bldg., Philadel-
phIa, Pa. 19107. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hide, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: (1) Such commodities as are dealt
in by retail stores and mail order houses,
from the facilities of Dependable De-
livery Service, Inc, located at Philadel-
phla, Pa., to points in Delaware, Mary-
land, those points In New Jersey in and
south of Hunterdon. Somerset, Middle-
sex, and Monmouth Counties, and points
in Berks, Bucks, Chester, Cumberland,
Delaware, Dauphin, Lancaster, Lebanon,
Lehigh. Montgomery, Northampton,
Philadelphia, and York Counties, Pa.;
and (2) returned shipments, of the above
dezcribed commodities, from the desti-
nation points named In (1) above, to the
facilities of Dapendable Delivery Service,

-Inc., located at Philadelphia. Pa.

No=.--Applicant seeks by this application
to convert it permit in MC 127721 (Sub-No.
2), into a certificate of public convenience
.and nece=Ity. If a hearing Is deemed neces-
aery. the applicant requests it be held at
Philadelphia, Pa., or Wa&shlngton, D.C.
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PASSENGER APPLICATIONS

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 223), filed
March 16, 1977. Applicant: GREY-
HOUND LINES, INC. Suite 1602, Grey-
hound Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 85077.
Applicant's representative: W. L. Mc-
Cracken (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, express, and newspapers
in the same vehicle with passengers: (1)
Between Boston, Mass., and Interchange
No. 21A of the New York State Thruway
(Interstate Highway 87): From Boston
over the Massachusetts Turnpike (Inter-
state Highway 90) to junction with the
New York State Thruway (Berkshire
Section), thence over the New York
State Thruway (Berkshire Section)
to junction with the New York State
Thruway (Interstate Highway 87) at
Interchange No. 21A and return ovor
the same route for the purpose of joinder
only, serving no intermediate points but
serving Interchange Nos. 14, 13, 12, 11,
10, 9, 6, 5, 4, and 2 of the Massachusetts
Turnpike and Interchange No. B1 of the
New York State Thruway (Berkshire
Section); (2) between Framingham,
Mass., and Interchange- No..13 of the
Massachusetts Turnpike: From Fram-
ingham over Massachusetts Highway 30
to junction vlth access highway to the
Massachusetts Turnpike, thence over
said access highway to junction with the
Massachusetts Turnpike at Interchange
No. 13 and return over the same route
serving all intermediate points; (3) be-
tween Worcester, Mass., and Interchange
No. 11 of the Massachusetts Turnpike:
From Worcester, Mass., over Massachu-
setts Highway 122 to junction with ac-
cess highway to the Massachusetts
Turnpike, thence over access highway
to junction with the Massachusetts
Turnpike at Interchange No. 11 and
return over the same route serving all
intermediate points; (4) between Wor-
cester, Mass., and Interchange No. 10
of the Massachusetts Turnpike: From
Worcester over Interstate Highway 290
to junction with the Massachusetts
Turnpike at Interchange No. 10 and re-
turn over the same route serving all
intermediate points.

(5) Between the junction of Massa-
chusetts Highway 15 (Interstate High-
way 86) and U.S. Highway 20 and Inter-
change No. 9 of the Massachusetts Turn-
pike: From the junction of Massachu-
setts Highway 15 and U.S. Highway 20
over Massachusetts Highway 15 to junc-
tion with the Massachusetts Turnpike
at Interchange No. 9 and return over the
same route serving no intermediate
points; (6) between Springfield, Mass.,
and Interchange No. 6 of the Massachu-
setts Turnpike: From Springfield over
Interstate Highway 2K1 to Junction with
the Massachusetts Turnpike ,at Inter-
change No. 6 and return over the same
route serving all intermediate points;
and (7) between Chicopee, Mass., and
Interchange No. 5 of the Massachusetts
Turnpike: From Chicopee over access
highway to Junction with the Massachu-

setts Turnpike at Interchange No. 5 and
return over the same route serving all
intermediate points.

Nors.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either Boston or
Springfield, Mass., or Albany, N.Y.

No. MC 67340 (Sub-No. 11), flled
March 17, 1977. Applicant: RESORT
BUS LINES, INC., 1010 Nepperhan Ave.,
Yonkers, N.Y. 10703. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Samuel B. Zinder, 98 Cutter-
mill Rd., Great Neck, N.Y. 11021. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, in special operations, be-
ginning and ending at points in West-
chester County, N.Y., and extending to
Atlantic City, N.J.

NoTE.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests It be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 143052, filed March 11, 1977.
Applicant: SAFARI TRAVEL SERV-
ICES, INC., Route 10 at Hillside Ave.,
Succasunna, N.J. 07876. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Carl F. Wronko (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Passengers and their baggage,
in the same vehicle as passengers, in
prearranged charter operations, from
points in Morris County, N.J., "to John
F. Kennedy Airport and LaGuardia Air-
port, located at or near New York, N.Y.,
and to Piers, located in New York, N.Y.,
and return.

NoT.--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held 15t either Mor-
ristown or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 143130, filed March 21, 1977.
Applicant: RITCHIE BUS LINES, INC.,
4 Meadow Rd., Northboro, Mass. 01532.
Applicant's representative: Thomas N.
Willess, 1000 16th St. NW., Washington,
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate
as -a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas-
sengers, and baggage of passengers in
the same vehicle 'with passengers, in
charter operations, by motor carrier, be-
ginning and ending at Auburn, Berlin,
Boylston, Clinton, Shrewsbury, Hudson,
Marlboro, Northboro, Southboro, West-
boro, and Worcester, Mass., and extend-
ing to points in Connecticut. Delaware.
Maine, Maryland, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Virginia, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Nos.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Boston, Mass., or Washington, D.C.

FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLICATION

No. F'-495, filed April 19, 1977. Appli-
cant: PYRAMID INTERNATIONAL
FORWARDING, INC., 479 South Air-
port Blvd., South San Francisco, Calif.
94080. Applicant's representative: Dan
J. Lutkenhouse (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to engage in
operation, in interstate and foreign com-
merce, as a freight forwarder, through

the use of the facilities of common car-
riers by rail, motor, water and express,
in the transportation of used household
goods, unaccompanied baggage, and used
automobiles, between points In the
United States (including Hawaii but ex-
cluding Alaska) restricted to the trans-
portation of export-import traffic.

NoE--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests that it be held at San
Francisco, Calif. Common control may be
involved.

FINANCE APPLICATIONS

NOTICE

The following applications seek ap-
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge,
lease operating rights and properties, or
acquire control through ownership of
stock, of rail carriers or motor carriers
pursuant to Sections 5(2) or 210a(b) of
the Interstate Commerce Act.

An original and two copies of protests
against the granting of the requested
authority must be filed with the Com-
mission on or before June 6, 1977. Such
protest shall comply with Special Rules
240(c) or 240(d) of the Commission's
General Rules of Practice (49 CFR
1100.240) and shall include a concise
statement of protestant's Interest In the
proceeding. A copy of the protest shall
be served concurrently upon applicant's
representative, or applicant, If no repre-
sentative is named.

No. MC-F-13197. Authority sought for
control by JACK C. ROBINSON, A SOLE
PROPRIETOR, doing business as ROB-
INSON FREIGHT LINES, 3600 Papermill
Road; P.O. ,Box 10234, Knoxville, TX
37919 of CUMBERLAND EXPRESS,
INC., Box 38, Cornelia, GA 30531, and for
acquisition by JACK C. ROBINSON, also
of the Knoxville, TN., 37919 address of
control of CUMBERLAND EXPRESS,
INC., through the acquisition by JACK
C. ROBINSON. Applicants' attorney:
Warren A. Goff, 2008 Clark Tower, Mem-
phis, TN 38137. Operating rights sought
to be controlled: General commodities,
except those of unusual value, classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment as a common carrier over regular
routes, between Tompkinsville, Ky., and
Whitley City, Ky., serving all intermedi-
ate points; Between Junction U.S. High-
way 127 and Kentucky Highway 90 and
Albany, Ky., serving all intermediate
points; Between Whitley City, Ky., and
Atlanta, Ga., serving no Intermediate
points, but serving Chattanooga, Tenn,,
and junction U.S. Highway 27 and Inter-
state Highway 40 for purposes of joinder
only; Between junction U.S. Highway 27
and Interstate Highway 40, near Harrl-
man, Tenn., Tompkinsvllle, Ky., serving
no intermediate points, but serving
junction U.S. Highway 27 and Interstate
Highway 40 and Tennessee Highway 53
and Interstate Highway 40 for purposes
of Joinder only; Between Chattanooga,
Tenn., and junction Tennessee Highway
53 and Interstate Highway 40, serving no
intermediate points and serving Chatta-
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nooga and junction Tenneisee Highway
53- and Interstate Highway 40 for pur-
poses of joinder only. JACK C. ROBIN-
SON, a sole proprietor, d/b/a ROBIN-
SON FREIGHT LINES, is authorized to
operate as a common carrier in Georgia,
Tennessee, Kentucky, Arkansas and Mis-
slssippL Application has not been filed
for- temporary authority under section
210a(b).

No. MC-F-13198. Authority sought for
purchase by BARON MOTOR CARRI-
ERS, INC., 137-155 Blanchard Street,
Newark, N.J. 07105, of a portion-of the
operating rights of WIMAR- TRUCK-
ING, INC., AS ASSIGNEE OP GEORGE
MINISH, RECEIVER IN BANKRUPTCY.
dba KIRBY & KIRBY, INC., C/O
GEORGE MINISH, RECEIVER, 239
Main Street, West Orange, N.J. 07052,
and for acquisition by ALBERT W.
BARON, 137-155 Blanchard St., Newark,
N.J. 07105, of control of such rights
through the purchase. Applicants' attor-
ney and representative: Morton E. Kiel,
Practitioner, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade
Center, New York, N.Y. 10048 and John
P. Tynan and A. David Millner, P.O. Box
1409, 167 -airfield Road, Fairfield, N.J.
07006. Operating rights sought to be
transferred: General commodities, with
exceptions as a-common carrier over reg-
ular routes -between Trenton, N.J., and
Philadelphia, Pa., serving all intermedi-
ate points: -From Trenton, N.J., over U.S.
Highway 206 to junction U.S. Highway
130, thence over U.S. Highway 130 to
Camden, N., andthence across the Del-
aware River to Philadelphia, and return
over the same route. Vendee is author-
ized to operate as a common carrier in
New Jersey, and New York. Application
has been filed for temporary authority
under section 210a(b).

Nor.-MIC-F-3188 and MC-F-13189 are
directly related.

No. MC--F-13199. Authority sought for
control and merger by CONSOLIDATED
IREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION OP
DELAWARE, 175 Linfleld Drive, Menlo
Park, VA., 94025; of EASTERN MOTOR
LINES,-INC., Box 2686, Station A, Spar-
tanburg, S.C. 29302, and for acquisition
by CONSOLIDATED F',IGHTWAYS,

-INC, 601 California Street, San Fran-
cisco, CA. 94108, of control of such rights
through the transaction. Applicants' at-
torneys; Eugene T. Lilpfert, 1660 L
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036,
and Thomas A. Evins, 205 Magnolia
Street, P.O.'Box 451, Spartanburg, S.C.
29305. Operating rights sought to be con-
trolled and merged: General commodi-
ties, as -a common carrier over irregular
routes between Spartanburg, S.C., on the
one hand, and on the other Enorse, Lau-
rens, Clinton, Witmire, Buffalo, Union,
Lockhart and Cherokee Falls, S.C., and
those in South Carolina outside of Spar-
tanburg County within 20 miles of Spar-
tanburg, S.C.; and under a certificate of
registration in Docket No. MC-101591
(Sub-No. 7), coyering the transportation
of General commodities as a common
carrier, In Interstate Commerce, within
the State of South Carolina. Vendee Is

authorized to operath as a common car-
rier in all the states in the United States
(except Hawaii). Application has been
filed for temporary authority under sec-
tion 210a(b).

Nor-MC-42487 (Sub-No. 503) is a
directly related matter.

No. MC-F-13201. Authority sought for
purchase by W. J. CASEY TRUCKING &
RIGGING CO., INC., 1200 Springfield
Road, Union, N.J. 07083, of a portion of
the operating rights of CHARLES W.
YOUNG, JR., an individual, dba C. W.
YOUNG & COMPANY, Route 559, Mays
Landing, N.J. 08330, and for acquisition
by NICHOLAS J. BIONDI, 81 Glenside
Avenue, Scotch Plains, N.J. 07076 and
JAMES P. BIONDI, 2625 Far View Drive,
Scotch Plains, N.J. 07076, of control of
such rights through the purchase. Appli-
cant's representative: Robert B. Pepper,
168 Woodbridge Avenue, Highland Park,
N.J. 08904. Operating rights sought to be
transferred: Industrial heating tanks, in-
dustrial dust collectors, scrubber tanks,
all of which because of size or weight re-
quire the use of special equipment or
handling, and parts thereof, as a common
carrier over irregular routes from Key-
port and Belford, N.J., to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Connecticut Delaware,
Plorida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
lississippl, Missouri, New Hampshire,

New Jersey. New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas,
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wis-
consin, and the District of Columbia, with
no transportation for compensation on
return except as otherwise authorized,
*ith restrictions. Vendee is authorized to
operate as a common carrier in Alabama,
Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, the
District of Columbia, Piorida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louis-
lana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Miqhigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir-
ginia. West Virginia, and Wisconsin. Ap-
plication has been filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-13202. Authority sought for
joint control by RONALD REAGAN, 797
North Main Street, Akron, OH. 44310,
and CARL W. REAGAN, 8418 Tallmadge
Road, RD., No. 6, Ravenna, OH. 44266,
of (B) THE SERVICE TRANSPORT
CO., 797 North Main Street, Akron, OH.
44310, and (BB) CHARTER EXPRESS,
INC., 8418 County Highway 18, Ravenna,
OH. 44266, of control of such rights
through the transaction. Applicants' at-
torney: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 N.
Washington Blvd., P.O. Box 1267, Arling-
ton, VA. 22210. Operating rights sought
to be controlled: (B) General commodi-
ties, with certain specifed exceptions,
and numerous other specifted commodi-
ties, as a common carrier, over regular
and Irregular routes, from. to, and be-
tween specified points In the States of

Ohio. Michigan, Pennsylvania, New
York, New Jersey. West Virginia, Mary-
land, and Illinois, with certain restric-
tions, serving various Intermediate and
off-route points, over alternate route for
operating convenience only, as more spe-
cifically described in Docket No. MC-
106373 and Sub numbers thereunder.
(BB) Plastic, rubber, plastic and rubber
products, and supplies and machinery
used in the manufacture of such com-
modities as a common carrier over irre-
ular routes between Premont, Ohio, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York,
and Pennsylvania, with restrictions:
such commodities as are manufactured.
processed and/or dealt in by rubber
manufacturers and steel products manu-
facturers, and equipment, materials, and
supplies used in the conduct of such
businessens, from Akron, Ohio, to points
in Rhode Island, Massachusetts, and
Connecticut, that part of New York east
of a line beginning at-Port Jervis, N.Y.,
and extending along U.S. Highway 209
to Kingston, N.Y, thence along US.
Highway 9W to Albany, N.Y, thence
along U.S. Highway 20 to Lafayette,
N.Y., thence along U.S. Highway 11 to
Watertown, N.Y, thence along New York
N.Y., Points on Long Island, N.Y.,
and points in that part of New Jersey
north of New Jersey Highway 33, includ-
ing points on the indicated portions of
the highways speelfied; chemicals, from
Naugatuck, Conn., to Akron, Ohio; scrap
tires and tubes, from Boston, Cambridge,
New Bedford, Pittsfield, Fall River, and
Springfield, Mass., Hartford Conn., New-
ark, N.J., and Albany and New York,
N.Y., and points on Long Island, N.Y.,
to Akron, Ohio, with restrictions.

Plastic flakes, granules, lumpgs, paste,
pellets, and powder, in containers, from
Bellevue, Ohio, to Bridgeport, Middle-
town, and Wallingford, Conn. Wilming-
ton, Del., Stoughton, Mass., Garwood,
Hamburg, Hoboken, Mountain View,
New Brunswick, and Paterson, N.J, Am-
sterdam. Hicksville, New York, and
Smithtown, N.Y., and Nazareth and
Philadelphia, Pa.; plastic scrap (except
bulk shipments moving in tank vehicles),
from Naugatuck, Conn, Boston, pall
River, Lawrence, and Springfield, Mass.,
Elizabeth, Garwood, Newark, and Tren-
ton, N.T., Buffalo, Chedter, Middleport,
and New York, N.Y, and Economy,
Jeannette, Philadelphia, Port Alleghany,
Pottstown, and Rochester, Pa., to Belle-
vue, Ohio. This notice does not purport
to be a complete description of all of the
operating rights of the carriers involved.
The foregoing summary Is believed to be
suflcient for purposes of public notice
regarding the nature and extent of these
carriers operating rights, without stat-
ing, in full, the entirety thereof. RON-
ALD REAGEN holds no. authority from
this Commission. However It owns 100%
of the stocks of Ron's Service Co., which
in turn owns 100% of the stock of THE
SERVICE TRANSPORT CO, a motor
common carrier holding authority fiom
the Interstate Commerce Commissic In
Docket No. MC-106373 and Subs 9xreto.
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CARL W. REAGAN holds aufhdrity from
the Interstate Commerce Commission as
an individual dba SOUTHEAST
TRUCKING COMPANY, Docket No.
MC-127527 and Subs thereto. A trans-
fer of this authority is presently con-
templated. CARL W. REAGAN also owns
100% of the stock of CHARTER EX-
PRESS, INC., a motor common carrier
under Docket No. MC-123279 and Subs
thereto. Application has been filed for
temporary authority under section 210a
(b).

N oT.-The applicant proposes that the
following restriction be imposed if the appli-
cation is granted:

Restrictions: So long as Charter Express.
Inc., and The Service Transport Co. are held
under common control, the authority of
Charter Express, Inc., which duplicates the
authority of the Service Transport Co., shall
not he severable by sale or otherwise from
the authority of the Service Transport Co.

No. MC-F-13204. Authority sought
fpr purchase by SYSTEM 99, 8201 Edge-
water Drive, Oakland, CA. 94621, of a
portion of the operating riglits of BESt-
WAY TRANSPORTATION, 5150 North
16th Street, Suite 232, Phoenix, AZ.
85016, and for acquisition by MU D. GIL-
ARDY, L. A. DORE', JR., and E. R.
PRESTON, all of 8201 Edgewater Drive,
Oakland, CA. 94621, of control of such
rights through the purchase. Applicants'
attorneys: Martin Rosen & Michael
Stecher, 256 Montgomery Street, San
Francisco, CA. 94104 and Phil B. Ham-
mond, 111 West Monroe, 10th Fl., Phoe-
nix, AZ. 85003. Operating rights sought
to be transferred: General commodities,
with exceptions, as a common carrier
over regular routes between junction In-
terstate Highway 10 and U.S. Highway
60, and Phoenix, Ariz., serving all inter-
mediate points: from junction Interstate
Highway 10 and U.S. Highway 60 over
U.S. Highway 60 via Hope, Agula and
Wickenburg, Ariz., to Phoenix and return
over the same route; between Kingman,
Ariz., and Hope, Ariz., serving all inter-
mediate points: from Kingman, Ariz., to
junction Arizona Highway 95, thence
over Arizona Highway 95 via Lake Hav-
asu City and Parker, Ariz., to junction
Arizona Highway 72, and thence over
Arizona Highway 72 to Hope, and return
over the same route; between Kingman,
Ariz., and Chloride, Ariz., serving all in-
termediate points: from Kingman over
U.S. Highway 93 to junction Arizona
Highway 62, and thence over Arizona
Highway 62 to Chloride, and return over
the same route; between Kingman, Ariz.,
and Wickenburg, Ariz., serving all inter-
mediate points: from Kingman over U.S.
Highway 93 to Wickenburg, and return
over the same route; between Chandler,
Ariz., and Casa Grande, Ariz., serving all
intermediate points: from Chandler over
unnumbered county road to Maricopa,
Ariz., and thence over unnumbered
county road to Casa Grande, and return
over the same route; between Kingman,
Ariz., and Davis Dam, Ariz., serving all
inteimediate points: from Kingman over
Arizona Highway 68 to Davis Dam, and
return over the game route. Vendee is au-
thorized to operate as a common carrier

NOTICES

in Arizona, Indiana, Nevada, California,
Oregon, Utah, and Washington. Appli-
cation has been filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-13206. Authority sought
for purchase by ANDING TRANSIT,
INC., Box 112, Arena, WI. 53503, of a
portion of the operating rights of
JOHNSRUD TRANSPORT, INC., High-
way 9 West, P.O. Box 447, Crescoe, IA.
52136, and for acquisition by LARRY J.
ANDING, also of Arena, WI. 53503, of
control of such rights through the pur-
chase. Applicant&' attorney: Patrick E.
Quinn, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NB.
68501. Operating rights sought to be
transferred: -Cheese, as a common car-
rier over irregular routes from points in
that part of Iowa on and east of U.S.
Highway 218 frdm the Minnesota-Iowa
State line to junction U.S. Highway 20 at
or near Waterloo, Iowa, and on and north
of U.S. Highway 20 from junction U.S.
Highways 218 and 20 to the Iowa-Illinois-
Wisconsin State line at or near Dubuque,
Iowa (except Luana and Westgate,
Iowa), to Plymouth and Boscobel, Wis.,
with no transportation for compensation
on return except as otherwise authorized.
Vendee is authorized to operate as a com-
mon carrier in Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa,
Minnesota, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan,
North Dakota, South Dakota and Mis-
souri. Application has been filed for tem-
porary authority under section 210a(b).
I No. MC-F-13207. Authority sought for
control by MOON CARRIER, 291 River
Road, Clifton, N.J. 07014, of SHAWMUT
TRANSPORTATION CO., ,INC., Char-
lam Drive, Braintree, Ma. 02184, and for
acquisition by CALTRAN SYSTEMS,
INC., 291 River Road, Clifton, N.J 07014,
and W][I1LAM C. M. KIVLAN, 115 72nd
St., New York, N.Y. 10021, of control of
SHAWMUT TRANSPORTATION CO.,
INC., through the acquisition by CAL-
TRAN SYSTEMS, INC., and WILLIAM
C. M. KIVLAN. Applicants' attorneys
and representative: George A. Olsen,
Regis. Prac.i. 69 Tonnele Ave., Jersey
City, N.J. 07306, John L. Millling, Attor-
ney, 921 Bergen Ave., Jersey City, N.J.
07306 and Edward M. Alfano, Attorney,
550 Mamroneck Ave., Harrison, N.Y.
10528. Operating rights sought to be con-
trolled: General commodities, with ex-
ceptions as a common carrier over regu-
lar routes between Boston, Mass., and
New York, N.Y., Service is authorized
to and from the intermediate points of
Pawtucket and Providence, R.I., and
Worcester, Mass., and off-route points
within 20 miles of Boston, and those in
New York and New Jersey, within 25
miles of Columbus Circle, New York,
N.Y., between New Bedford, Mass., and
New York, N.Y., service is authorized to

- and from the intermediate point of Prov-
idence, R.I., and all off-route points
within ten miles of New Bedford, and
those in New York and New Jersey with-
in 25 miles of Columbus Circle, New
York, N.Y.; general commodities, with
exceptions as a common carrier over
alternate regular routes for operating
convenience only, between Junction U.S.

Highway 20 and Massachusetts High-
way 15, and East Hartford, Colin., be-
tween East Hartford, Conn., and Weth-
ersfield, Conn., between Boston, Mass.,
and New Bedford, Mass., as follows:
from Boston over Massachusetts High-
way 138 to Taunton, Mass., thence over
Massachusetts Highway 140 to New
Bedford. From Boston over Massachu-
setts Highway 28 to junction Massachu-
setts Highway 18, thence over Massa-
chusetts Highway 18 to junction Mass-
achusetts Highway 140, and thence over
Massachusetts Highway 140 to New Bed-
ford. Return over these routes. Service
is not authorized to or from Intermed-
late points; general conmodites, with
exceptions, as a common carrier over
regular routes serving Lawrence, Mass,,
(excluding points In the commercial
zone thereof other than Lawrence,
Mass.), as an off-route point, in connec-
tion with carrier's presently authorlzcd
regular route operations between Boston,
Mass.. and New York, N.Y.

General commodities, with exceptions
as a common carrier over regular routes
serving all points in Massachusetts as
off-route points in connection with car-
rier's authorized regular-routb opera-
tions in Massachusetts; between Boston,
Mass., and New Bedford, Mass,, serving
the intermediate points of Taunton and
Fall River, Mass., and the off-route point
of Fairhaven, Mass.; between New Bed-
ford, Mass., and Providence, R.I., serv-
ing no intermediate points; Copper,
brass, bronze, and scrap materials there-
of, and copper, brass, and bronze tub-
ing, fittings, pipe, rods, ahid lining, as a
common carrier over Irregular routes,
between New Bedford and Taunton,
Mass,, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Rhode Island, and those
in that part of Massachusetts on and
east of a line beginning at the New
Hampshire-Massachusetts State line and
extending along U.S. HIghway 202 to
junction Massachusetts Highway 32, and
thence along Massachusetts Highway 32
to the Massachusetts-Connecticut State
-line. Vendee is authorized to operate as
a common carrier In New York, Connect-
icut, Delaware, Massachusetts, New Jer-
sey, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island,
Application has been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b).

NoncE

THE STATE OF VERMONT AND
VERMONT NORTHERN RAILROAD
COMPANY, State of Vermont, Mont-
peller, Vermont, 05602, represented by
Mr. James E. Hirsch, Counsel, State of
Vermont, Agency of Transportation, Do-
partment of Bus, Rail, Water & Motor
Carrier Service, Montpelier, Vermont
0560:, hereby give notice that it filed with
the Interstate Commerce Commission at
Washington, D.C., a joint application
under Section 1(18) of the Interstate
Commerce Act for an order approving
and authorizing the operation of a line
of railroad owned by the State of Ver-
mont and formerly operated by the St.
Johnsbury' & LamoIlle County Railroad
between St. Johnsbury, Vermont, and
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Swanton, Vermont, in Caledonia, Wash- Pursuant to the provisions of the In-
ington, Lamoile and Franklin Counties, terstate Commerce Act, as amended, the
Vermont, a distance of approximately proceeding will be handled without pub-
98.2 miles, which application is assigned lic hearings unless comments In support
Finance Docket No.28320. or opposition on such application are
" The State of Vermont through the Ver- fled with the Secretary, Interstate Coni-
mont Transportation Authority (Ver- merce' Commission. 12th and Constitu-
mont Transportation Board is the suc- tion Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C..
cessor to the Vermont Transportation 20423, and the aforementioned counsel
Authority) leased the railroad right-of- for applicant, within 30 days after date
way to the Lamoille County Railroad, of first publication n a newspaper of
Inc. (name changed to St. Johnsbury general circulation. Any interested per-
and Lamoille County Railroad, Inc. in son Is entitled to recommend to the Com-
1974) on September 18, 1973, which mission that it approve, disapprove, or
stated to have expired according to its take any other specified action with re-
terms on September 18, 1976. spect to such application.

Day to Day railroad operations were Tim STAT OF VERMIZOT A D
conducted by the St. Johnsbury and VrRAoNT NORTmErm R unLOAD ComAr;Y
Lamolle Cbunty Railroad, Inc. from
September 19, 1976, to October 4, 1976, No. MC-141076 (Sub-No. 5). (Supple-
when the- Maintenance-of-Way Union, mental) (ROGERS MOTOR LINES,

- representing approximately thirty (30) INC.-GATEWAY ELIMINATION), pub-
employees of the- St. Johnsbury and lished in the March 3, 1976; issue of the
Lamoille County Railroad Inc. struck the FEDERAL REGISTER. This supplemental
railroad, notice reflects the amendment to the ap-On or about October 5, 1976, the St. plication authorized in the order of the
Johnsbury and Lamoille County Rail- Commission, Review Board Number 5,
road, Inc. through its president, Bruno dated December 16, 1976. The authority
A Loati informed theState of Vermont, sought in No. MC-141076 (Sub-No. 5),
through Robert A. Gensburg, Chairman asamended, Is as follows:
of the Vermont Traiisportation Board, Irregular routes: Foodstuffs (except in
that it was no longer going to continue bulk), in vehicles equipped with
operating the raictiadu mechanical refrigeration, From points in

On or about October 5, 1976, the State Hudson, Essex, Passaic, Union, Bergen,
of Vermont notified Mr. Loati, President and Middlesex Counties, N.J. to points in
of the 'St. Johnsbury and Lamoille Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
County Railroad, Inc. that it accepted the Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New

Hampshire, New York, North Carolina,
termination of the -operating arrange- Pennsylvania, hode Island, South
ment between the State of Vermont and Carolna, ro e and oTh
the St. Johnsbury and Lamoille County Carolina, Vermont, and Virginia. This
Railroad, -Thc. proceeding is directly relate to the

This application is made contingent finance proceeding in No. MC-F-12734,
upon the issuance of an appropriate cer- Rogers Motor Lines, Inc.-Purchase (Por-
tificate of public convenience and neces- tion) -Donald Sunshine (Trustee), Genefifcat ofpubic oneninceandnecs-Adams Refrigerated Trucking Service,
sity by the Commission in Docket No. AB- Inc.
134 of the State of Vermont, through its
Agency of Transportation, Department OPERATING RIGuTs APPLICATION(S) DI-
of Bus,Rail, Water & Motor Carrier Serv- REcTLY RELATED TO FINANCE PnOczrDINGS
ice, to abandon its operation over a line NOTICE
of railroad extending from railroad mile-
post 0.0 near St. Johnsbury, Vermont, in The following operating rights appll-
a northwesterly direction to end of line cation(s) are filed in connection with
near Lamoille, Vermont, a distance of pending finance applications under sec-
98.2 miles, in Caledonia, Washington, tion 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce
Lamolle and Franklin Counties, Ver- Act, or seek tacking and/or gateway
mont. elimination in connection with transfer

In the opinion of the applicant, the applications under section 212(b) of the
granting of the authority sought will not Interstate Commerce Act.
constitute a major Federal action signif- An original and two copies of protests
icantly affecting, the quality of the hu- to the granting of the authorities must
man environment within the meaning of be filed with the Commission on or be-
the National Environmental Policy Act of fore June 6, 1977. Such protests shall
1969. In accordance with the Commis- comply with Special Rule 247(d) of the
sion's regulations (49 CPR 1108.8) in Ex Commission's General Rules ot Practice
Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), Implementa- (49 CFR 1100.247) and include a concise
tion-National Environmental Policy Act, statement of protestant's interest in the
1969, 340 I.C.C. 431 (1972), any protests proceeding and copies of its conflicting
may include a statement indicating the authorities. Verified statements in
presence or absence of iny effect of the opposition should not be tendered at this
requested Commission iction on the time. A copy of the protest shall be
quality of the human environment If any served concurrently upon applicant's
such effect is alleged to be present, thq representative, or applicant If n6 reppe-
state shall include information relating
to the relevant factors set forth in Ex sentative is named.
Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), supra, Part' Each applicant Btates that there will
(B) (1)-(5), 340 IC.C. 431, 461. be no significant effect on the quality of

the human environment resulting from
approval of Its application.

No. MC 70832 (Sub-No. 18), filed
March 24, 1977. Applicant: NEW PENN
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 630,
Lebannon, Pa. 17402. Applicant's repre-
sentative: S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733
Investment Building, Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk, and commodi-
ties requiring special equipment), be-
tween points in that Part of Pennsyl-
vanla within the area bounded by a line
beginning at Lock Haven, Pa, thence
north over Pennsylvania Highway 120 to
Its intersection with unnumbered High-
way at Hyner, Pa., thence northeast over
unnumbered highway to Its intersection
with Pennsylvania Highway 44, thence
south and east along Pennsylvania-
Highway 44 to Its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 414, thence
north and east along Pennsylvania
Highway 414 to Its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 154, thence south
and east along Pennsylvania Highway
154 to its intersection with U.S. Highway
220, thence south along U.S. Highway
220 to its intersection with Pennsylvania
Highway 42, thence south along Penn-
sylvania Highway 42 to its intersection
with Pennsylvania Highway 254, thence
south and west along Pennsylvania
Highway 254 to its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 642, thence south
along Pennsylvania Highway 642 to its
intersection with Pennsylvania High-
way 54, thence south along Pennsylvania
Highway 54 to. its intersection with US.
Highway 11, thence south and west along
U.S. Highway 11 to its intersection with
U.S. Highway 15.

Thence' north and west along U.S.
Highway 15 to Its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 304, thence west
along Pennsylvania Highway 304 to its
intersection with Pennsylvania Highway
45, thence west along Pennsylvania
Highway 45 to its intersecton with Penn-
sylania Highway 477, thence north
along Pennsylvania ]Eighway 477 to Its
intersection with Pennsylvania High-
way 192, thence west along Pennsylvania
Highway 192 to its intersection with
Highway 445, thence north along Penn-
sylvania 445 to its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 64, thence north
along Pennsylvania Highway 64 to Lock
Haven, Pa., including points on the above
designated highways.

NoTr-The purpose of this application ts
to tack at any point in the above-defined
area within 60 miles of Harrisburg, Pa, with
appilcant's irregular route authority em-
braced in Certificate No. MC-70632, permit-
ting the transportation of General commod-
its. with exception- between Harriahurg
Pa., and points within 20 miles thereof, on
the one hand, and, oan the other, points
within the above deflned-ares. This matter
Ia directly reated to a section 5(2) tnance
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proceeding in No. MC-F-13057, published in
the FEDERAL RGSTE& issue of January 13,
1977. Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 78276 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 11, 1977. *Applicant: MAZZEO &
SONS EXPRESS, a Corporation, 311
South River St., Hackensack, N.J. 07601.
Applicant's representative: George A. Ol-
sen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City,
N.J. 07306. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (a)
Such commodities as are used in the
manufacture and sale of wearing ap-
parel, from points In that portion of the
New York, N.Y., Commercial Zone, as de-
fined In Commercial Zones and Terminal
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within which local
operations may be conducted pursuant to
the partial exemption of Section 203(b)
(8) of the Act (the "exempt zone"), and
points in Bergen, Middlesex, Passaic; Es-
sex, Morris, and Union Counties, N.J.
and Rockland County, N.Y., to points in
Dade County, Fla., (2) damaged, defec-
tive or returned shipments of the com-
modities named in (1) above, from
points in Dade County, Fla., to the des-
tination territory described in (1) above;
and (3) wearing apparel, from points in
Dade County, Fla., to points In the New
York, N.Y., Commercial Zone as de-
scribed in (1) and points or municipali-
ties in New Jersey any part of which is
within 5 miles of New York, N.Y, and
points in Essex, Morris, Union, Bergen,
Middlesex, and Passaci Counties, N.J.

No.--The purpose of this application Is
to tack at New York, N.Y., Hackensack, N.J.,
and points n Hudson County, N.J. the ven-
dor's authority with that of the vendee. This
matter is directly related to a section 5(2)
finance proceeding in MC-P-13155, published
in the FEDERAL RoxsER issue of March 31,
1977. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at New York,
N.Y., or Miami, FIa.

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. 14), filed
Marcl! 10, 1977. Applicant: GRAY MOV-
ING & STORAGE, INC. 1290 South Pearl
Street, P.O. Box 10096, Denver, Colo.
80210. ApplicAnt's representative: Rob-
ert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut Ave-
nue, N.W., Suite 1200, Washington, D.C.
20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, between points in Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Ne-
braska,. Nevada, New Jersey, New Mex-
ico, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Penn-
sylvania, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Texas, Utah, Virginia, West Virginia,-
Wisconsin, Wyoming and-the District of
Columbia and points in that part of
Idaho east of the western boundary of
Lemhi County, Idaho and south of the
southern boundary of Idaho County,
Idaho, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, f-
linois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Lou-

NOTICES

islana, Maine, Maryland, iassachusetts,
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, New
t ramipshlre, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, and
the District of Columbia.

NoTE.-The purpose of this application is
to eliminate thi gateways at Arkansas, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas,
Kentucky, Massachusetts, Maryland, Michi-
gan, Missouri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. This
is a matter Directly Related to a section 5(2)
finance proceeding ii MC-F-13020 published
in the FEDERAL RESER of December 9, 1970.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga..

ADANDO NEHT APPLICATIONS

NOTICE OF FINDINGS
Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-

tion la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act that orders have been entered
in the following abandonment applica-
tions which are administratively final
and which found that subject to condi-
tions the present and future public con-
venience and necessity permit abandon-
ment.

A Certificate of Abandonment will be
issued to the applicant carriers on or be-
fore June 6, 1977,.unless the instructions
set forth in the notices are followed.

[Docket No. AB-77 (Sub-No. 1) 1
BANGOR AND AROOSTOOK RAILROAD

COLPANY ABANDONMENT-BETWEEN-
SOUTH LAGRANGE AND PACKARD nV
PENOBSCOT AND PISCATAQUIS COUNTIES,
MAINE

NOTICE OF FIEDINGS

Notice is hereby given pursuant to
Section la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la(6) (a)) that by
an order entered on March 11, 1977, a
finding, which is administratively final
was made by the. Commission, Commis-
sioner MacFarland, stating that, subject
to the conditions for the protection of
-railway employees prescribed by the
Commission in Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co,
Abandonment, 257 L.C.C. 700, and for
public use as set forth in said order, the
present and future public convenience
and necessity permit the abandonment
by the Bangor and Aroostook Railroad
Company of the line of railroad extend-
ing from railroad milepost M-0.00 near
South Lagrange, Maine, in a northerly
direction to milepost M-27.96 near
Packard, Maine, a distance of 27.96
miles in Penobscot and Piscataquis
Counties (known locally as the Medford
Cut-Off). A certificate of abandonment
will be issued to the Bangor and Aroo-
sfook Railroad Company based on the
.above-described finding of abandon-
ment, on or before June 6, 1977, unless
on or before June 6, 1977, the Commis-
sion fgurther finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person
(ipcluding a government entity) has -
offered financial assistance (in the form
of a rail service continuation payment)
to enable the rail service involved to be
continued;-and

(2) It is likely that such proffered as-
sistance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the
revenues which are attributable to such
line of railroad and the avoidable cost of
providing rail freight service on such
line, together with a reasonable return
on the value of such line, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or
any portion of such line of railroad.

If the Commission so finds, the is-
suance of a certificate of abandonment
will. be postponed for such reasonable
time, not to exceed 6 months, as Is fece.-
sary to enable such person or en-
tity to enter into a binding agreement,
with the carrier seeking such abandon-
ment, to provide such assistance or to
purchase such line and to provide for the
continued operation of rail services over
such line. Upon notification to the Com-
mission of the execution of such an as-
sistance or acquisition and operating
agreement, the Commission shall post-
pone the issuance of such a certiflcato
for such period of time as such an agree-
ment (including any extensions or modi-
fleatt9ns) is in effect. Information and
procedures regarding the financial as-
sistance for continued rail service or the
acquisition of the involved rail line are
contained In the Notice of the Conmis-
sion entitled "Procedures for Pending
Rail Abandonment Cases" published In
the FEDERAL REGISTER on March 31, 1070,
at 41 PR 13691. All interested persons
are advised to follow the Instructions
contained therein as well as the instruc-
tions contained in the above-referenced
order.

[Docket No. AB-2 (Sub-No. 12)]
LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD COM-

PANSY ABANDONMENT BETWEEN OTTER
CREEK JUNCTION AND BRAZIL, IN VIcO
AND CLAY COUNTIES, INDIANA

NOTICE OF FINDINGS
Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-

tion la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la(6) (a)) that by
an order entered on March 11, 1977, a
finding, which Is administratively final,
was made by the Commission, Commis-
sioner MacFarland, stating that, subject
to the conditions for the protection of
railway employees prescribed 'by the
Commission In Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co.,
Abandonment, 257 I.C.C. 700, and for
public use as set forth In said order, the
present and future public convenience
and necessity permit the abandonment
by the Louisville and Nashville Railroad
Company of its main track at Valuation
Station 8182+10 (equals Valuation Sta-
tion 8157+72 on Brazil Branch) and
runs southeastwardly through Vigo and
Clay Counties for a distance of 12.66
miles ending at-Brazil, Indiana (Valua-
tion Station 8826+42). A certificate of
abandonment will be issued to the Louis-
ville and Nashville Railroad Company
based on the above-described finding of
abondonment, on or before June 6, 1977,
unless on or before June 6, 1977, the
Commission further finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person
(including a government entity) has of-
fered financial assistance (in the form
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of a rail seryice continuation payment)
to enable the rail service involved to be
continued; and

(2) It is likely that such proffered as-
sistance would:

(a) Cover the -difference between the
revenues-which are attributable to such
line, together with a reasonable return
of proviing rail freight service on such
line, together with a reasonable return
on the value of such line, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all
or any portion of such line of railroad.

If th6 Commission so finds, the is-
suance of a certificate of Abandonment
will be postponed for such reasonable
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is nec-
essary to enable such person or entity to
enter into a binding agreement, with
the carrier seeking such abandonment,
to provide such assistance or to purchase
such line and to provide for the con-
tinued operation of rail services over
such line. Upon notification to the Com-
mission of the execution of such an as-
sistance or acquisition and operating
agreement, the Commission shall post-
pone the issuance of such a certificate
for such period of time as such an agree-
ment (including any extensions or mod-
ifications) is in effect. Information and
procedures regarding the financial as-
sistance for continued rail service or the
acquisition of the involved rail line are
contained in the Notice of the Commis-
sion entitled "Procedures for Pending
Rail Abandonment Cases" published In
the 'EDERAL REGISTER on March 31, 1976,
at 41 FR 13691. All Interested persons
are advised to follow the instructions
contained therein as well as the instruc-
tions contained in the above-referenced
order.

MOTOR CARRIER INTRASTATE
APPLiCATION(S)

.NOTICE

The following application(s) for mo-
tor common-carrier authority to operate
in intrastate commerce seek concurrent
motor carrier authorization in inter-
state or foreign commerce within the
limits of the intrastate authority sought,
pursuant to section 206(a) (6) of the in-
terstate Commerce Act. These applica-
tions are governed by Special Rule 245
of the Commission's General Rules of
Practice (49 CER, 1100.245), which pro-
vides, among other things, that protests
and requests for information concerning
the time and place of State Commission
hearings or other proceedings, any sub-
sequent changes therein, and any other
related matters shall be directed to the
States Commission with which the ap-
plication is filed and shall not be ad-
dressed to or filed with the Interstate
Commerce Commission.

California Docket No. A57077, flied
Vebruary 14, 1977. Applicant: INTER-
AMERICAN PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION
CORPORATION, 6277 East Sauson
Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 90040. Ap-
plicant's representative: Michael J
Stecher 256 Montgomery St., San Fran-
cisco, Calif. 94104. Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity sought to op-

NOTICES

erate a freight service as follows: Trans-
portation of A) General commoditfes,
with exceptions hereinafter noted be-
tween all points and places In the Los
Angeles Basin Territory, excluding He-
met, as described in Note A hereof and

- between all points and places In said
Los Angeles Basin Territory, on the one
hand, and. on the other, the city of San
Diego, serving no intermediate points
(except that pursuant to the authority
herein granted carrier shall not trans-
port any shipments of: (1) Used house-
hold goods, personal effects and office,
store and institution furniture, fixtures
and equipment not packed In accordance
with the crated property requirements
set forth In Item 5 of Minimum Rate
Tariff B-4; (2) Automobiles, trucks and
buses, viz.: new and used, finished or un-
finished passenger automobiles (including
jeeps), ambulances, hearses and taxis,
freight automobiles, automobile chassis.
trucks, truck chassis, truck trailers.
trucks and trailers combined, buses and
bus chassis; (3) Livestock, viz.: barrows,
boars, bulls, butcher hogs calves, cattle,
cows, dairy cattle, ewes, feeder pigs, gills,
goats, heifers, hogs kids, lambs, oxen,
pigs, rams (bucks), sheep, sheep camp
outfits, sows, steers, stags, swine or
wethers; (4) Liquids. compressed gases,
commodities In seml-plastlc form and
commodities n suspension In liquids In
bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, tank
semitrailers or a combination of such
highway vehicles; (5) Commodities
when transported In bulk In dump trucks
or in hopper-type trucks; (6) Commodi-
ties when transported n motor vehicles
equipped for mechanical mixing In tran-
sit; (7) Commodities requiring the use of
special refrigeration or temperature con-
trol in specially designed and construct-
ed refrigerator equipment; and (8) Dan-
gerous explosives).

Nor--These restricUons do not apply to
transportation performed between Los An-
geles, Wilmington and San Pedro.

(B) General commoditfes, with ex-
ceptions hereinafter noted, between Los
Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, and
points and places In the Los Angeles
Metropolitan Zones Area, as described in
.Note B hereof. (except that pursuant to
the authority herein granted, carrier
shall not.transport any shipments of the
commodities hereinabove described in
paragraph A, subparafrphs 1-8.) (C)
Restriction: Carrier shall not tack or
Join the authorities granted n Para-
graphs 1 and B above.

Noy A.-Los Angeles Basin Territory ex-
cluding Hemet. Lo3 Angeles Basin Territory,
excluding Hemot, Includes that area em-

- braced by the following boundary: Begin-
nlg at the point the Ventura County-Los
Angeles County Boundary Lino intersects the
Pacifl Ocean; thence northeasterly along
said county line to the point It ntersect3
State Highway 118, approximately two miles
west of Chatsworth; easterly along State

SHighway 118 to Sepulveda Boulevard; north-
. erly along Sepulveda Boulevard to Chats-

worth Drive northeasterly along Chatswortl
. Drive to the corporate boundary of the City

of San Fernando; we5terly and northerly
along said corporate boundary of the City of

- San Fernando to Maclay Avenue; northeast-
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erly along Maclay and its prolongation to the'
Angeles National Forest Boundary, south-
easterly and easterly along the Angeles Wa-
tIonal Forest and San Bernardino National
Forest Boundary to Mill Creek Road (State
Highway 38); westerly along 1ll Creek Road
to Bryant Street; southerly along Bryant
Street to and Including the unincorporated
community of Yucaipa; westerly along
Yucaipa Boulevard to Interstate Highway 10;
northwesterly along Interstate Highway 10
to U.S. Highway 395 (Interstate Highway
15): southerly along U.S. Hlghway 395 to
State Highway 91; southwesterly along State
Highway 91 to State Highway 55; southerly
and southwesterly along State Highway 55
and its prolongation to the Pacific Ocean;
northwesterly along the shoreline of the
Pacifie Ocean to the point of beginning.

Nors B.-Las Angeles Metropolitan Zones
area Beginning at the intersection of State
Highway 1 and State Highway 27; thence
northwesterly along State Highway 27 to Mul-
holland Drive In Woodland Hills; northwest-
erly and along the city limits of Los Angeles
to a westerly prolongation of Van Owen
Street near Canoga Park northerly along the
city limits of Los Angeles to the prolongation
of an imaginary line due we t of the intersec-
tlon of Rinaldi Street and Zelzah Avenue;
easterly along such Imaginary line to Balboa
Boulevard; northerly along Balboa Boulevard
to San Fernando Road; northwesterly along
San Fernando Road to the intersection of San
Fernando Road and the city limits of Los
Angeles near Sylnar, northeasterly and
along the city limits of Los Angeles to the
boundary of the Angeles National Forest:
easterly and routherly along the boundary
of the Angeles National Forest to the San
Bernardino County Line, southwesterly and
southerly along the San Bernardino County
Line to Carbon Canyon road southwesterly
along Carbon Canyon Road to Ollnda. Drive;
southerly along an im ginary lne to the in-
tersection of Ohio Street and'Orlente Drive;
southerly along Ohio Street to Mountain
View Avenue; southeasterly along Mountain
View Avenue to Orchard Drive; southerly
along Orchard Drive and Kellogg Drive to
Orangethorpe Avenue; easterlyalong Orange-
thorpe Avenue to State Highway 90;, south-
erly along State HIghway 90 to State High-
way 91; easterly along State Highway 91 to
Mohler Drive; southerly along an Imaginary
line to the inter-s-etlon of Santiago Canyon
Road and Chpmapn Avenue southeasterly
along Santiago Canyon Road to Peters Can-
yon Road: southerly rlo-ng Peters Canyon
Hoad to Irvine Boulevard southeasterly along
Irvine Boulevard to Sand Canyon Avenue;.
southwesterly along Sand Canyon Avenue to
Interstato Highway 5; southeasterly along
Interstate Highway 5 to State Highway 133;
southerly along State Highway 133 to Laguna
Canyon Road: southwesterly along an imagi-
nary line to the intersection of Muddy Can-
yon and the shorellne of the Paciflc Ocean
between the cities of Nevport Beach and
Laguna 3e-ch; northwesterly, westerly and
nortlierly along the shoreline of the Pacific
Ocean. to a point direatly south of the inter-
sectlon of State Highway 1 and State High-
wa y 27; northerly along n imaginary line to
point of beginning. Intrastate, Interstate and
foreign commerce authority sought. Hearing:
Date, time and place not yet fized. Requests
for procedural Information should be ad-
dressed to the Public Utilities CommLsIon.
State of California, State Building. Civic
Center, 455 Golden Gate Avenue, San Fran-

claco, Calif. 94102 and should not be directed

to the Interstate Comm-erca Commsion.

California Docket No. A57166, filed

March 23, 1977. Applicant: BILL RACK-

LEY TRUCKING, INCORPORATED,

JI
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3755 Munford Avenue, Stockton, Calif.
95206. Applicant's representative: Ray-
mond A. Greene, Jr., 100 Pine Street,
Suite 2550, San Francisco, Calif. 94111.
Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity sought to operate a freight
service as follows: Transportation of
General commodities as follows: (A) Be-
tween all points and places in the San
Francisco Territory as described in Note
A. (B) Between all points and places on
or within 20 miles laterally of the follow-
ing routes: (1) Interstate Highway 80
between Sacramento and its junction
with State Highway 17, near Albany, (2)
State Highway 17 between its junction
with Interstate Highway 80, via the Rich-
mond-San Rafael Bridge, and its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 101. (3) U.S.
Highway 101 from Novato to San Fran-
cisco. (4) State Highway 337 between its
junctions with U.S. Highway 101, near
Ignacio, and with Interstate Highway
80. (5) State Highway 21 between its
junction with Interstate Highway 80,
near Cordelia, and with Interstate High-
way 680, near Benicia. (6) State Highway
12 between its junctions with Interstate
Highway 60, near Fairfield and with
State Highway 99, near Lodi. (7) Inter-
state Highway 680 between its junctions
with Interstate Highway 80, near Val-
lejo, and with Calavaras Road, near Mil-
pitas. (8) State Highway 24 between its
junctions with Interstate Highway 680,
near Walnut Creek, and Interstate High-
way 80. (9) State Highway 4 between its
junctions with Interstate Highway 680,
near Concord, and with State Highway
99, near Stockton. (10) Interstate High-
way 580 between its junctions with State
Highway 17, near Emeryville, and with
Interstate Highway 5, near the San Joa-
quin-Stanislaus County Line.

(11) Interstate Highway 205 between
Its junctions with Interstate Highway
580, near Mountain House, and with In-
terstate Highway 5, near Banta. (12)
State Highway 84 between its junctions
with Interstate Highway 580, near
Springtown,- arid with Interstate High-
way 680 at Scotts Corner. (13) State
Highway 99 between Sacramento and
Fresno. (14) State Highway 33 between
Its Junctions with Interstate Highway 5,
at Lehman Road near the Defense Depot,
Tracy, and Interstate Highway 5, near
the San Luis Reservoir, and between its
Junctions with State Highway 152, near
Los Banos, and with State-Highway 198,
at Oil Fields. (15) State Highway 132
between its Junctions with Interstate
Highway 580, and with State Highway
99, near Modesto. (16) Interstate High-
way 5 between Stockton and its junction
with State Highway 41, near Kettleman
City. (17) State Highway 140 between its
junctions with State Highway 99, near
Merced, and State Highway 33, at Gus-
tine. (18) State Highway 152 between its
junctions with State Highway 99, near
Califa,. and Interstate Highway 5, near
the San Luis Reservoir. (19) State High-
way 145 between Its junctions with State
Highway 99, near Madera, and State
Highway 180, near Kerman. (20) State
Highway 180 between its junctions with

NOTICES

State Highway 33, near Mendota, and
State Highway 99, near Fresno; and (21)
State Highway 41 between its junctions
with State Highway 99, at Fresno, and
Interstate Highway 5, near Kettleman
City.,

N oT A.-San Francisco Territory: San
Francisco Territory includes all the City of
San Jose and that area embraced by the fol-
lowing boundary: Beginning at the point
the San Francisco-San Mateo County Line
meets the Pacific Ocean; thence easterly
along said County Line to a point one mile,
west of State Highway 82; southerly along
an imaginary line one mile west of and par-
alleling State Highway 82 to its intersection
with Southern Pacific Company right-of-
way at Arastradero Road; southeasterly
along the Southern Pacific Company right-
of-way to Pollard Road, including industries
served by the Southern Pacific Company
spur line extending approximately two miles
southwest from Simla to Permanente; east-
erly along Pollard Road to W. Parr Avenue;
easterly along W. Parr Avenue to Capri
Drive; southerly along Capri Drive to Divi-
sion Street; easterly along Division Street to
the Southern Pacific Company'rlght-of-way;
southerly along the Southern Pacific right-
of-way to the Campbell-Los Gatos City Lim-
Its; easterly along said limits and the pro-
longation thereof to South Bascom Avenue
(formerly San Jose-Los Gatos Road); north-
easterly along South Bascom Avenue to Fox-
worthy Avenue; easterly along Foxworthy
Avenue to Almaden Road; southerly along
Almaden Road to Hilisdale Avenue; easterly
along Hllsdale Avenue to State Highway 82;
northwesterly along State Highway 82 to
Tully Road; northeasterly along Tully Road
and the prolongation thereof to White Road;
northwesterly along White Road to McKee
Road; southwesterly along McKee Road to
Capitol Avenue; northwesterly along Capi-
tol Avenue to State Highway 238 (Oakland
Road); northerly along State Highway 238
to Warm Springs; northerly along State
Highway 238 (Mission Blvd.) via Misslon San
Jose and Niles to Hayward; northerly along
Foothill Blvd.'and MacArthur Blvd. to Semi-
nary -Avenue; easterly along Seminary Ave-
nue to Mountain Blvd.; northerly along
Mountain Blvd. to Warren Blvd. (State High-
way 13), northerly along Warren Blvd. to
Broadway Terrace; westerly along Broadway
Terrace to College Avenue; northerly along
College Avenue to Dwight Way; easterly
along Dwight Way to the Berkeley-Oakland
Boundary Line; northerly along said bound-
ary line to the Campus Boundary of the
University of Califdrhia; westerly, north-
erly and easterly along the campus bound-
ary to Euclid Avenue; northerly along Euclid
Avenue to Maria Avenue; westerly along
Maria Avenue to Arlington Avenue; north-
erly along Arlington Avenue to San Pablo
Avenue (State Highway 123); northerly
along San Pablo Avenue to and including
the City of Richmond to Point Richmond;'
southerly along an imaginary line from Point
Richmond to the San Francisco Waterfront
at the foot of Market Street; westerly along
said waterfront-and shoreline to the Pacific
Ocean; southerly along the shoreline of the
Pacific Ocean to point of beginning. Intra-
state, interstate qnd foreign commerce au-
thority sought. Hearing: Date, time and place
not yet fixed. Requests for procedural infor-
mation should be addressed to the Public
Utilities Commission, State of California,
State Building, Civic Center, 455 Golden
Gate Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 94202 and
should- not be directed to the Interstate
Commerce Commission.

Kansas Docket No. 87, 469 M Route
8435 (Amendment), filed March 31, 1977,

-published in the FEDERAL REGISTER ISSu0
of April 14, 1977, and republished as cor-
rected this Issue. Applicant: GOLDEN
PLAINS EXPRESS, INC., 3615 South
West Street, P.O. Box 17105, Wichita,
Kans. 67217. Applicant's representative:
W.-Boyd Evans, 900 0. W. Garvey Build-
ing, Wichita, Kans. 67202. Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity sought
to operate a freight service as a common
carrier as follows: Transportation of
General commodities (except those of

*unusual value, Classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission and commodities In bulk),
between those points in Kansas bounded
on the west by the Kansas-Colorado line,
on the north by Interstate Highway 70
and on the east by Interstate Highway
135 and the Kansas Turnpike from
Wichita, Kans. to the - Oklahoma
Boundary line and points on and along
Interstate Highway 135 and 70, and the
Kansas Turnpike.

No-E.-The purpose of this republication
is to indicate the corrected authority. Intra-
state and interstate and foreign commerco
authority sought. Hearing: Date, time and
place set for June 6th, 7th and 8th. 1977,
commencing at 10 a.m. on Juno 6, 1977, at
the Wheat Lands Motor Inn, 1311 East nl-
ton, Garden City, Kans. Requests for proce-
dural information should be addrezsed to
the Kansas State Corporation Commission,
State Office Building, Topeka, Hans, 60612
and should not be directed to the Interstate
Commerce Commission.

Nebraska Docket No. M-11467 (Sub-
No. 1), filed April 13, 1977. Applicant:
VALORUS MILLS, doing business as.
MILLS FILM TRANSFER, 1234 South
Ninth Street, Lincoln Nebr. 68502. Appli-
cant's representative: Bradford E. Kist-
ler, Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501.
Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity sought to operate a freight
service over irregular routes as follows:
Transportation of Commodities generally
(except commodities in bulk, household
goods as defined by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in practices of motor
common carriers of household goods, 17
M.C.C. 467 (1939), or commodities re-
quiring special equipment), between
Omaha and Lincoln, Nebr. over U.S.
Highway 6, serving no intermediate
points, and serving points in the com-
mercial zones, as defined by the Inter-
state Commerce Commission of Omaha
and Lincoln, Nebr. as off-route points in
connection with cdrrler's regular route
operations. Intrastate, interstate and
foreign commerce authority sought.
Hearing: Date, time and place to be
determined later. Requests for procedural
information should be addressed to the
Nebraska Public Service 'Commission,
301 Centennial Mall South P.O. Box
94927, Lincoln, Nebr. and should not be
directed to the Interstate Commerce
Commission.

By the Commission.

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
SecretarV.

IFS Doo.77-12817 Filed 4-4-77;8:45 am]
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CONTENTS

Consumer Product Safety Com-
- mission-------------------

Federal Power Commission -------
National Transportation Safety

Board --------------------
Nuclear Regulatory Commission__

Ite

3,
5,6,

2

4
71

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Consumer Product Safety Commission.

TIME AND DATE: April 21, 1977, 4:00
p.m.

LOCATION: 3rd loor Hearing Room,
1111 18th St., NW., Washington, D.C.

STATUS: Open.

MATITERS CONSIDERED: The Com-
mission met to discuss CPSC's testimony
on S. 825, the Voluntary Standards and
Certification Act scheduled to be pre-
sented on April 25. In voting to hold this
meeting, the Commission determined
that Agency business required that the
meeting be held without the normal seven
days advance notice.

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION:

Sheldon D. Butts, Assistant Secretary,
Office of the Secretary, Suite 300, 1111
18th St., NW., Wasbinigton, D.C. 20207,
telephone 202-634-7700..

Is-323-77 Filed 5-2-77;2:15 pm]

2
AGENCY HOLDING MEETING: Fld-
eral Power Commission.

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: (Sent
to R on 4-L26-77).

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF EETING: May 3, 1977
2:00pm.

CHANGES IN THE ,METING: The
following items have been added to the
agenda upon the affirmative vote of
Chairman Dunham, Commissioners
Smith, Holloman and Watt. P-9 Docket
No. ER76-285 (Phase II) Public Service
Company of New Hampshire; P-10 Proi-
ect No. 2683, Crown Zellerbach Corpora-
tion; P-11 Docket Nos. ER76-495 and
E-8884 (Phase 1), (AFUDC Issue) Caro-
lina Power and Light Company.

KEzrNE H F. PLrlm,
- Secretary.

[s-331-77 Filed 5-3-77;1:40 pm]

3
AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
National Transportation Safety. Board.

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 anm., Thursday,
May 12, 1977 (NM-77-9).

PLACE: Conference Rooms 8A. B, and C,
National Transportation Safety Board,
800 Independence Aienue, S.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20594.

STATUS: Open.
MAATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 1.
Marine Casualty Report. SS KEY-
TRADER-SS BAUNE, Collision and
Fire With Loss of Life, Lower Mississippi
River, January 18, 1974. 2. Annual Re-
port to Congress, Calendar Year 1976.
3. Discussion re Occupant Crash Protec-
tion Testimony-U.S. Department of
Trasportation Hearings, April 27, 1977.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Sharon Flemming, 202-755-4930.
[S-326-77 led 5-3-77.;8:46 am]

4

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
National Transportation Safety Board.

TIME AND DATE: 2:30 pm., Thursday,
Mlay 12,1977 (NM-77-10).

PLACE: Conference Rooms 8A, B, and
C, National Transportation Safety
Board, 800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20594,

STATUS: Closed.

MATIERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 1.
Opinion and Order. Administrator v.
Rice, Docket SE-3202 Disposition of Ad-
ministrator's Appeal. 2. Order. Corm-
mandant v. Nelson, Docket ME-S6; Dis-
position of Appellant's Petition for Re-
consideration.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-

FORMATION:

Sharon Flemming, 202-755-4930.

[S-327-77 Filed 5-3-77;8:46 am]

5

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: Volume
43 No. 82, page 21723.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF THE MEETING: Mon-
day, Allay 2,3:30 pm.

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: Meeting
titled "Action Plan for Implementation

of State Liaison Office (SLO) Coiicept"
(Public Meeting) is Rescheduled for
Wednesday, May 4, 1977 at 10:30 a.m.

Dated: May 2, 1977.

WALTER MAGEE,
Chief, Operations Branch,

Offce of the Secretary.
[S-328-77 Filed 5-3-77;12:18 pm]

6
AGENCY HOLDING THE METING:
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: Volume
43 No. 82, page 21723.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED T=ME
AND DATE OF MEETING: Monday.
May 2, 2:30 p.m. and 3:30 p., and
Tuesday, lay 3, 10:55 am.

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: Meeting
titled "Discussion of Commission Legis-
lative Program" (Closed Meeting) is
cancelled. Meeting titled "Action Plan.
for Implementation of State Liaison Of-
ice (SLO) Concept' is cancelled. Af-
frmation of "Publication in Effective
Form of 10 CER Part 1: Statement of
Organization and General Information",
and "NRC and International Physical
Protection Standards" are cancelled.
All four items will be rescheduled in the
near future.

Dated: May 2, 1977.

WALTER M&AGE,
Chief, Operations Branch,

Office of the Secretary.
[S-323-77 Piled 5-3-77;12:18 pml

7
AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

TIME AND DATE: "2:30 p.m., Monday.
May 2, 1977.

PLACE: Commissioners' Conference
Room, 1717 H St. NW., Washington, D.C.
STATUS: Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Dis-
cussion of Pending Export License (Er-
emption 1).
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Walter iVIagee, 202-634-1410.

Dated: May 2,1977.

WALTER'M&GEZ,
Chief, Operations Branch.,

Office of the Secretaxr
[S-330-77 Fled 5-3-77;12:18 pm]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977





m

m Nnmm

J Am m

v

v

i

CONSUMER
PRODUCT SAFETY

COMMISSION

POWER LAWN
MOWERS

Proposed Safety Standard and Extension
oF Time

THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977
PART 11



PROPOSED RULES

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

[ 16 CFR Part 1205 1
POWER LAWN MOWERS

Proposed Safety Standard and Extension of
Time

APRL 25,1977.
AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule and extension
of time.
SUMMARY: The Consumer Product
Safety Commission proposes a consumer
product safety standard applicable to
power lawn mowers, pursuant to sec-
tion 7(f) of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2056(f) ). The pro-
posed rule is designed to eliminate or re-
duce unreasonable risks of injury that
the Commission has preliminarily de-
termined are asociated with power lawn
mowers. Also, the period during which
the Commission must either promulgate
a consumer product safety rule or with-
draw the notice of proceeding is ex-
tended to October 3, 1977.
DATES: The proposed effective date is
2 years after the final standard is Is-
sued by the Commission. However, more
stringent blade stop times become effec-.
tive 4 years after the final standard is
issued.

Written comments should be submit-
ted on or before July 5, 1977.

Interested persons will have an oppor-
tunity to make an oral presentation of
data, views, or arguments on June 13,
1977.
ADDRESSES: Written comments, pre-
ferably in five copies, should be sub-
mitted to the Secretary, Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20207. Opportunity for oral presen-
tation: 1111 18th Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 2020. All material which the
Commission has that is relevant to this
prodeeding, including any comments that
may be received on this proposal, may
be seen in, or copies obtained from, the
Office of the Secretary, 3rd Floor, k,111,
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20207.
FOI FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Dr. Alan M. Ehrlich, Office of Stand-
ards Coordination and Appraisal, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20207 (301-492-
6470).

A. PRODUCT DEFINITION

The requirements set forth in proposed
16 CFR Part 1205 apply to power lawn
mowers, which, for the purposes of this
regulation, are defined as grass-cutting
machines with a minimum cutting width
of 304 mm. (11.96 in.) that employ an
engine or a motor as a power source and
are consumer products as defined in sec-
tion 3(a) (1) of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2052(a) (1)). This
definition of power lawn mowers includes
both rotary and reel-type mowers and
applies to both riding and walk-behind

mowers.' Mowers powered by internal
combustion engines or electric motors
are included. However, an individual sec-
tion within Part 1205 may apply to only
some of the types of mowers included
within the definition of "power lawn
mowers" (for example, only to rotary
mowers or only to walk-behind mowers),
and, where this is the case, the section
will state the types of mowers to which it
applies.

B. BACKGROUND

On August 15, 1973, the Outdoor Power
Equipment Institute (OPEl) petitioned
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sioh, pursuant to section 10 of the Con-
sumer Product Safety Act (also referred
to as "the act") (15 U.S.C. 2059), to com-
mence a proceeding for the development
of a consumer product safety standard
for owei lawn mowers. In its petition,
OPEI also requested the Commission to'
publish a voluntary standard, ANSI B
71.1-1972, "Safety Specifications for
Power Lawn Mowers, Lawn and Garden
Tractors, and Lawn Tractors," with
amendments and a compliance program,
as a proposed consumer product safety
standard. (ANSI standards are approved
by, published by, and available from the
American National Standards Institute,
Inc., 1430 Broadway, New York, New
York 10018.)

After consideration of the available
information concerning injuries and in-
jury potential associated with power
mowers, the Commission preliminarily
determined that the following hazards
were associated with power lawn mow-
ers and presented unreasonable risks of
death or injury to consumers:

1. Lacerations, amputations, avul-
sions, and other injuries resulting from
contact with the rotating mower blade.

2. Lacerations, punctures, and other
injuries caused by objects propelled by
the mower blade.

3. Lacerations, contusions, abrasions,
and other injuries resulting from the
rolling, slipping, or overturning of power
lawn mowers or by failure of power lawn
mower brakes or steering mechanisms.

4. Burns and other injuries resulting
from direct contact with exposed heated
surfaces of power mowers or from fires
caused by ignition of liquids used as fuel
for Power mowers.

5. Injuries caused by electric shock
from power sources of electricaly pow-
ered lawn mowers or electrical systems
of nonelectrically powered lawn mowers.

6. Hearing loss and nonauditory
trauma from exposure to excessive noise.

Accordingly, on November 16, 1973, the
Commission granted the portion of the
OPEI petition which requested that the
Commission commence a proceeding to
develop a consumer product safety
standard for power lawn mowers. The
Commission, however, denied the OPEl
request to publish ANSI B 71.1-1972,
with amendments, as a proposed con-
sumer -product safety standard. This
portion of the petition was denied be-
cause the Commission believed it should
solicit offers to develop a standard and
allow interested persons or organizations
to submit previously issued or adopted

standards as a recommended consumer
product safety standard (section 7(b)
of the act, 15 U.S.C. 2056(b)).

The Commission commenced the pro-
ceeding to develop a consumer product
safety standard applicable to power lawn
equipment by publishing a notice In the
FEDERAL REGISTER of July 22, 1974 (39
FR 26662). Interested persons were n-
vited to submit an existing standard as a
proposed consumer product safety
standard or to submit an offer to develop
a recommended safety standard. The
notice of proceeding contains a more de-
tailed discussion of the information
about injuries associated with power
mowers that indicates a need for re-
medial action and discusses the provi-
sions and adequacy of existing standards
as they relate to the unreasonable risks
of death or injury that the Commission
has preliminarily determined are asso-
ciated with power lawn mowers. In re-
sponse to the notice of proceeding, the
Commission received one existing stand-
ard and an Invitation for Bid, Issued by
the General Services Administration,
which was referred to as an existing
standard, for consideration as proposed
consumer product safety standards. The
Commission also received four offers to
develop a standard applicable to power
lawn mowers.

The Commission subsequently ac-
cepted the offer of Consumers Union of
United States, Inc. (CU), 256 Washing-
ton Street, Mount Vernon, New York'
10550, to develop a consumer product
safety standard applicable to power lawn
mowers (39 FR 37803, October 24, 1974).

The'time by which CU was to submit
a recommended consumer product safety
standard to the Commission was ex-
tended from December 19, 1974, until
July 17, 1975 (40 FR 10228, March 6,
1975; 40 FR 30863, July 23, 1975). After
consideration of the recommended
standard submitted by CU, the Commis-
sion extended until April 30, 1977, the
date by which It must either publish a
proposed consumer product safety stand-
ard applicable to power lawn equipment
or withdraw the notice of proceeding
(40 PR 45220, October 1, 1975; 41 Mi
9914, March 4. 1976; 41FPR 27997, July
8,1976).

The materials submitted to the Corn-
mission by CU consist of the following
reports: (1) CU's Proposed Lawn Mower
Safety Standard, (2) a Rationale for
Proposed Safety Standard for Power
Lawn Mowers, (3) copies of standards
referenced In CU's Proposed Lawn
M6wer Safety Standard, (4) an analysis
of the economic impact of CU's Proposed
Lawn Mower Safety Standard, (5 an
Environmental Impact Assessment Re-
port, and (6) the record of qU's proceed-
ing (minutes of meetings, etc.).

By a letter dated August 15, 1975, OU
also provided the Commission with some
corrections and clarifications to the,
standard. In addition, the Commission
has received comments on the provisions
of the standard from individual members
of CU's Power Lawn Mower Standard
Development Committee and Its subcom-
mittees and from other interested indi-
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viduals. Also,-the Commission staff met
with OPEI-in a series- of three public
meetings, at which: OPEI presented its
views on CU's recommended standard
to -the staff. In addition, the -Commis-
sion's staff held a public meeting with
consumers and private inventors con-
cerning-CU's recommended standard.

The Commission's staff conducted an
extensive evaluation of the standard
which CU recommended. Many of the
provisions were controversial in terms of
their cost and their effect upon the util-
ity of power mowers. It was necessary to
conduct additional tests to determine the
feasibility and effectiveness of some of
the recommended provisionsr The Com-
mission-also obtained the opinion of in-
dependent experts on various questions
which -were raised during thd evalua-
tion. In addition- the Commission con-
sulted .witt- groups, of consumers in or-
der:tb obtain information concerning the
desirability'of- certain provisions, of -the
standard and used the information ob-
tained from- these groups in its evalua-
tion.-- . ..

Copies of all materials which the Com-
mission has -considered during this pro-
ceeding may be obtained from, .or in-
spected in, the Office -of the Secretary,
3rd Floor, '1111 18th Street NW., Wash-
ingtin, D.C. 20207. .

;As a rdsult of its consideration and
evaluation of the recommended stand-
ard- submitted by CU and the comments
that it has ieceived, the Commission has
-determined that some changes were re-
qurjed' in-, the tests and requirements
recoinmended by CU in order:to further
redube-the risks which the standard ad-
dresses or iin order to lessen the adverse
effect of certin provisidns on the-cost,
utility,- or availability of power lawn
mowers. Certain provisions of .the CU
standard were deleted because the Com-
misob.n determined that the particular
risk that they addressed -was not suffi-
cient to support the inclusion of the pro-
vision in a maxidatory standard or be-
cause the requirements are already gen-
erally complied with and there-is no ap-
parent reason to think that they will
not continue to be complied with. In-
addition the recommended standard has
been rewritten in order to increase the
technical clarity of the requirements and
to put the standard in a form suitable
for publication in the Code of Federal
Regulations.
- Where a provision of'the proposal set
forth below differs substantively from
the standard' recommended by CU, an
explanation is given in section C or D
of-this preamble.'

In the proceedings prior to the pub-
lication of this notice, the product to be
regulated by 'roposed Part 1205 was re-
ferred to as "power lawn equipment."
In proposed Part 1205, the designation
of the product has been changed to
"power lawn mowers.' The change was
made because the term "power lawn
equipment" may include products other
than those intended to be covered by
this proposed standard. The original no-
tice of proceeding (39 FR 26662) indi-

cated that the Commission I
standard to cover only that
included within the deflnitic
lawn mowers" in Part 1205.

C. TH PROPOSED STAI
The standard which is pro

is designed to reduce or el
unreasonable risks of ini.
Consumer Product Safety
has preliminary determine
ciated with power lawn m

The standard itself will b
of Part 1205. Additional
which the Commission may
cprning power lawn mowers
a part .of a consumer pr
standard will be included wl
part B to be issued subsequ
could include certification t
regulations under section 1'

- (15 U.S.C. 2063). If the Con
sues any statements of poll
pretation concerning power
ers. they could be set forth
C. Since only, Subpart A o
has been proposed, howeve
erence to Part 1205 in this 1
"fers only to Subpart A and ni
future actions of the Commi

For the provisions of t]
recommended by CU which
4slon has proposed in Par
Commission adopts the r
these provisions that is cont
Rationale for a Proposed Sa
ard for Power Lawn Mowe
submitted to the Commisi
The rationale for the chang
tional provisions of the p
gether with. a brief deserlj
CU rationale where necessi
below in the discussion of
ments of each section of t]

The proposed standard
fourteen sections covering
ing subject matter:
see.
1205.1

1205.2
1205.3

1205.4

1205.5
1205.6
1205.7
1205.8

1205.9

1205.10
1205.11
1205.12
1205.13
1205.14

Scope. application.
and effective date.

DefnitionW.
Walk-behind mower

Vices.
Thrown objects tes

mowers.
Walk-behind mower c
Fuel Ignition hazards.
Electrlcally-powered n
Riding mower stabill

requirements.
Riding mower steer

ments.
Riding mower brakes.
Riding mower controls
Warning labels.
Prohibitedstockpiling
Finding&

An explanation of the
given below.

Scope and applicatio
1205.1). The definition of '
mower" as used In proposed
given in section A of this pr
see § 120 5.1(a) (1) of the sta

This Part 1205 will apply
lawn mowers that are prod
tributed for sale to or for
use, consumption or enjoyr
sumers in or around a pi

ntended the temporary household or residence, a
t equipment school, in recreation or otherwise. This
in of "power Part does not apply to power lawn mow-

ers that are not clistomarily produced or
AnD distributed for sale to, use or consump-

tion by, or enjoyment of a consumer.
Iposed below Power lawn mowers subject to this
Iminate the Part 1205 that are manufactured after
ry that the the effective date of this standard must
Commission .meet Its requirements if the mower is
c are asso- manufactured for sale, offered for sale,
owers. or distributed in commerce within the
e Subpart A United States or if the mower is im-
regulations ported into the United States.

r issue con- Effective date (Section 1205.1). The
that are not effective date proposed for Part 1205 is
mduct safety two years after promulgation of Part
lhin a Sub- 1205 in the FzDEnAL Rcrsir. This date

ently. These was chosen by the Commission because
nd labellng the presently available information
4 of the act indicates that most mower manufac-
rnission is- -turers will need that long to accomplish
cy or inter- the design and production changes that
lawn mow- will be necessary n order to comply ivth

In a Subpart the standard. Also, as discussed below,
if Part 1205 the provisions for blade stopping times
,r, any ref- become more stringent 4 'years after
preamble re- promulgation of Part 1205. -
ot to possible The Commission has preliminarily

Ion. determined that a period of 24 months
ie snr from the date of publication of the final

the Commis- standard to its effective date -is in- the
t 1205.h public interest for the following reasons.
.tionale for The increase in manufacturing cost and
alned in the retail prices that will be caused by-lte
i et Sta.d- standard are inversely related to- the
rs that was length of time that manufacturers are
son by CU. allowed for bringing their products into
ed and addi- compliance with the requirements of the
'roposal, to- standard. The process of modifying
ption of the existing mowers to comply with the
ary, Is given standard consists of such stages as re-
the require- design, prototype construction and test-
se standard, ing, retooling, and manufacture -and
consists of testing of new production. A delay of
the follow- two years in the effective date of the

- standard will allow the necessary modi-
fications to mowers without major

background, market disruptions such as higher costs
and prices or an insufflclent number of

protective de- products available to meet consumer
demand.

t for rotary The Commlisson wishes to point out,
however, that It is interested in Imple-

introls. menting this standard in the shortest
nowers. period of time that will not create such
ty and shield major market disruptions. If additional

data show that It is in the public interest,
ring require- the effective date of the standard could

be shorter than two years (perhaps as
little as one year, which was the period
recommended by CU). In addition, the
Commission is considering specifying
shorter effective dates for those pro-
visions of the standard that most

standard is presently available mowers can meet or
that can be Implemented relatively

n (Section quickly (eg., labeling). The Commission
'power lawn encourages the submission of data con-
Part 1205 is cerning what effective date would be

eamble (also most appropriate for each requirement
ndard). of the standard.
to all power The factors that led to the Commis-
uced or dis- slon's preliminary conclusion that a
the personal two year period is appropriate for the
sent of con- effective date are discussed In a draft
ermanent or economic impact analysis (dated Febru-
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ary, 1977) which Is available from the
Offce of the Secretary.

In the parts of the standard which
require the blade to stop within certain
times (§ 1205.5(b) and 1205.11(b)), the
requirements are Implemented In two
stages. At the effective date of the
standard (proposed to be 2 years after
promulgation), the blade of a walk-
behind mower would have to stop with-
In 5 seconds of release of the deadman,
while the blade of a riding mower would
have to stop within 6 seconds. Two years
after that (4 years after promulgation),
the permissible stopping time would be
reduced to 3 seconds for both types of
mowers.

The interim 5 and 6 second require-
ments can be achieved by most cur-
rently-marketed mowers and are in-
tended to increase safety by eliminating
mowers with longer than usual stopping
times.

However, from the information pres-
ently available to the Commission, it ap-
pears that a major redesign and retool-
ng effort will be necessary in order to

modify existing mowers to comply with
the 3 second requirements. The Commis-
sion's preliminary determination is that
the four year period is appropriate and
in the public interest in order that the
modifications made necessary by these
more stringent provisions may be ac--
complished without major market dis-
ruptions such as higher costs and prices
or an Insumcient number of products to
meet consumer demand. However, the
Commission especially solicits comments
on whether the delay of two additional
years for the shorter blade stopping times
Is appropriate in view of the fact that
CU's recommendation for the effective
date for blade stopping time was "not
less thdn one year."

Further discussion of blade stopping
times is given below in this section C of
this preamble.

Walk-behind mower protective de-
vices (Section 1205.3). Section 1205.3 is
one of several sections designed to pre-
vent injuries caused by contact with the
mower blade. This section contains cer-
tain requirements for mower handles
and shields and several tests involving a
foot probe which are designed to de-
termine If the mower blade can contact
the operator's foot during some com-
monly occurring conditions associated
with mower use.

The foot probe. The foot probe speci-
fied in the proposed standard is shown
in Fig. 3 and is identical to the foot
probe used in British Standard BS 5107,
"Specification for Powered Lawr Mow-
ers," April, 1974, (the UK probe). (Brit-
ish Standards are approved and pub-
lished by the British Standards Institu-
tion and are available for purchase from
the American National Standards Insti-
tute, Inc., referenced above.) This probe
differs from the one recommended to the
Commission by CU, which is essentially
the probe prescribed by UL 82, "Stand-
ard for Electric Gardening Appliances,"
Second Edition (February 14, 1974), a"
voluntary standard developed by and
available from Underwriters Labora-

tories Inc., 207 E. Ohio Street, Chicago,
IlUnos 60611. A third probe known to
the Commission is that used in ANSI
B71.1-1972 and B71.la-1974. In evaluat-
ng these probes, however, the Commis-
sion's staff conducted tests which showed
that the UK probe more closely simulates
the action of the human foot than the
other probes and also provides a more
ttringent test for blade contact than the
other probes. Accordingly, the Commis-
sion is proposing the use of the UK foot
probe in these tests since it appears to b e
a more effective mehns of achieving the
safety objective of this test. The test pro-
cedures, however, are similar to those
recommended by CU.

Foot probe test. The first test utilizing
the foot probe (the foot probe test,
§ 1205.3 (a) (2) (1)) is to insert the foot
probe as far as Possible under all points
Of the bottom edge of the blade housing
and shields and then pivot the toe of the
foot probe upward around the heel as
much as possible as the probe is with-
drawn. The shields (including the hous-
ing) must prevent the foot probe from
either entering the path of the blade or
causing any part of the mower to enter
the path of the blade.

The test proposed by the Commission
Is similar to the test recommended by CU
in that the probe Is Inserted at all points
around the bottom periphery of the
mower. OPEI has commented that since
the mower bladb will stop when the
operator leavea the operating position,
the danger bf inadvertent contracting a
moving blade with the operator's foot
exists only from the rear. OPEI therefore
argues that the foot probe need only be
inserted under the rear periphery of the
mower. The Commission has not had
time to fully evaluate this comment, but
comments from other interested persons
on this issue are requested. If the OPEl
comment is found to have merit, the
Commission can change the proposed
test when the final standard is promul-
gated.

Terrace test. The next iest is designed
to determine if the mower protects
against foot contact with the blade when
the mower is pushed across a transition
from a horizontal surface to a lower
inclined surface, as In beginning to mow
downhill (the terrace test, § 1205.3(a)
(2) (i)). In this test, the foot probe is
inserted at the rear of the mower as the
mower is passed over a test surface con-
sisting of a horizontal surface connected
to a surface inclined 30 degrees below the
horizontal by a curved surface having
a radius of 500 mm. (19.68 In.).

Obstruction test. An obstruction test
(§ 1205.3(a) (2) (i1)) is also provided
which consists of passing the mower
back and forth over (1) a depression 25
mm. (.99 in.) deep with. a 150 mm. (5.9
in.) radius of curvature and (2) a raised'
obstacle 232 mm. (0.6 in.) square, each
extending the full width of the mower.
The test requires that not more than one
,of the mower's .wheels at a time may be
lifted from the test surface. This require-
ment Is designed to insure that the pro-
tective shields are not raised excessively
during these conditions, which would

allow the operator's foot to contact the
blade.

This test also requires that the raised
obstacle not stop the mower by inter-
fering with the shields. This is to Insure
that users of the equipment are not
tempted to remove such shields in order
to eliminate the inconvenience that
would occur if the mower were to catch
on such obstacles, especially when the
mower is pulled backward.

The obstruction test proposed by the
Commission is the one recommended by
CU, except that CU specified that pr-
tions of the test fixture could be cut away
if they interfered with the blade housing.
'The Commission proposal would require
that the housing, in addition to the other
shields, meet the requirements, The Com-
mission believes that cutting away the
test fixture so that it does not interfere
with the mower housing could reduce the
stringency of the test with respect to
other shields. The requirement that not
more than one wheel at a time shall lift
from the fixture surface, Is intended to
prevent the housing or shields being
lifted sufficiently so that the foot could
contact the blade. This hazard would
exist whether the lifting Is caused by the
housing or by another shield.

Shield strength test. A shield strength
test (§ 1205.3(a)(1)(1i)) is provided so
that each of the front, back and both
sides of the mower are subjected, in turn,
to a 225 newton (51 lb.) force to deter-
mine whether the shields are adequately
strong.

Handle test.. Mower handles are re-
quired to be provided with an upstop to
prevent the rearmost part of the handle
from moving closer than 430 mm. (16.93
in.) to the vertical line through the near-
est point on the blade tip circle (§ 1205.-
3(b) (2)). This restraint will prevent the
handle from riding up over the mower,
which would allow the operator to get too
close to the blade. However, it Is permis-
sible to provide a means to temporarily
disable the upstop (as when storing the
mower, for example).

Handle strength tests are also provided
to insure that the handle will be strong
enough to serve as a reliable means for
the operator to use to keep away from
the blade. One of these tests (the handle
upstop test, f 1205.3(b) (4) (1i)) was rec-
ommended by CU and consists of apply-
Ing a 270 newton (60 lb.) force to press
the handle upward against the handle
upstop. The other test was added by the
Commission's staff and consists of ap-
plying a torque to the handle in each
intended use position until one side of
the mower lifts and then in the opposite
direction until the other side lifts
(§ 1205.3(b) (4) (1)). The Commission be-
lieves that the handle is an important
protection against the possibility of blade
contact and, therefore, that the test
should also include an indication of the
handle's ability to withstand torsional
stresses. Accordingly, the test recom-
mended by CU has been supplemented
by adding the handle twisting require-
ment described above.

Thrown ob ects (Section,1205.4). Each
year, rotary lawn mowers cause a large
number of injuries as a result of objects

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

23054



PROPOSED RULES

such as rocks, sticks, wire, and nails be-
ing hit by the mower blade and ejected at
high speeds through the discharge chute
or under the shields. -A thrown objects
test for rotary mowers is provided In
§ 1205.4 of the proposed standard to de-
termine the extent to which a mower
will (1) eject objects struck by the ro-
tating blade and (2) limit the ejection
of such objects to areas where injuries
are less likely to occur.

The test which is proposed in § 1205.4
differs from the test that was recom-
mended by CU and also differs from the
other widely ,known tests that have been
developed for existing voluntary stand-
ards (ANSl, UL, and the International
Standards Organization (ISO)). Each
of these other tests appear to have ad-
vantages and disadvantages, and there
were differing opinions among the Com-
mission' staff concerning which of these
tests would be most suitable for the Com-
mission to propose as part of the man-
datory standard. As a result, -the Com-
mission contracted with the Research
Triangle Institute (RTD, Research Tri-
angle Park, Ndrth Carolina 27709, to
evaluate all of these tests against each
other and under conditions of actual
grass mowing to determine which of the
tests or whether an alternative test, best
detected the hazard. RTI recommended
a fifth test which they developed (here-
after referred to as the RTI test) that Is
similar to the ISO test but which also
incorporates aspects of all the other
tests. A discussion of P.Ts test method-
ology and results in contained in RTIs
"Final Report: Thrown, Objects Test
Comparison" dated January, 1977, which
is available from the Office of the Secre-
tary. The Commission believes that the
test recommended by RTI is more repre-
sentative of the conditions that would- be
,encountered in actual mowing and has
therefore proposed it instead of the CU
test.

The test apparatus consists of an oc-
tagonal target enclosure surrounding an
artificial turf surface which supports the
mower to be tested. Sixpenny nails are,
injected from three -positions into the
blade of the mower while it is operating,
and the number and location of the bits
of the nails that are propelled against
the walls of the enclosure are recorded.
The pass/fail criteria for the number and
location of the bits were established by
the Commission and are given in § 1205.4
(c). The criteria for walk-behind mow-
ers allow fewer hits in the rear quadrant
of the target (compared to riding mow-
ere and to the other quadrants) In order
to protect the operator. More hits are
allowed in the area facing the usual loca-
tion of the discharge- chute-for both rid-
ing and walk-behind mowers since the
danger to bystanders is more apparent
in this direction. A report from the Com-
mission's Bureau of Engineering Sciences

'which explains why these criteria were
selected will be available froom the Office
of the Secretary during the comment
period. -

Construction-plans furnished by RTI
for a suitable test apparatus are avail-
able from the Office of the Secretary.

Riding mowers have an additional tar-
get consisting of a circle of cardboard
that is placed over the seat to detect hits
that might endanger te operator. Al-,
though the test recommended by RTI
did not include an operator target for
riding mowers, there was a cylindrical
target in the test recommended by CU.
The Commission's staff deemed the pro-
posed circulaf operator target to be easi-
er to mount and more effective In regis-
tering hits than a cylindrical one.

Walk-behind mower controls (Section
1205.5). Many injuries in volving walk-
behind power lawn mowers occur when
the hands of the operator come into con-
tact with the blade when the operator
intentionally approaches the bladge area
to perform a task such as attempting to
clear a clogged discharge chute, adjust
the wheels, or empty a grass catcher. In
order to reduce these injuries, the
Commission is proposing to require a
blade control system for all walk-
behind mowers. The blade control sys-
tem would (1) prevent operation of
the blade unless the control Is actu-
ated by the operator, (2) require that
the .operator be in continuous con-
tact with the control in order for the
blade to contipue to be driven, and (3)
cause the blade to stop within specified
times (discussed below) upon release of
the control by the operator. For a walk-
behind mower with manual starting con-
trols, this control would stop the blade
without stopping the power source, un-
less the mower can pass the "easy re-
start" test discussed below. Walk-behind
mowers are also required to have a scec-
ond control which must be actuated
before a stopped blade can be restarted.
The significance of these requirements
in preventing injuries caused by blade
contact with the hands is explained
below.

Except for the "easy restart" test and
the particular blade stopping times, the
requirements for this control system
were recommended by CU. CU deter-
mined that In order to prevent Injuries
to an operator who had left the operat-
ing position (unless the blade was found
"harmless" by Cu's blade harmless test),
it was necessary for the blade to either
(1) stop moving or (2) be rendered
harmless (the blade harmless test) by
the time the operator could leave the
operating position and reach the area
where a hand could come into contact
with the blade. CU therefore recom-
mended that a control be required which
would have to be continuously touched
("continuously actuated") by the opera-
tor in order for the blade to operate.
When the operator released this control
(which CU called the "deadman con-
trol"), the blade was required to come
to a stop or become 'harmless" within
certain time limits. To prevent the un-
intentional starting of the blade when
the "deadmn control" was contacted
accidentally, CU recommended that It
be necessary to operate at least one other
control in addition to the deadman con-
trol in order to restart the blade.

Easy resta rt test (Section. 1205.5(d)).
CU recognized that one way to accora-
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plish the required stopping of tle blade,
especially on less expensive mowers, was
to provide that the power source will
stop when the deadman control is re-
leased. This method of stopping the
blade has the advantage of allowing the
operator to hear when a gasoline engine
(and therefore the blade) has stopped.
However, It has the disadvantage of re-
quiring that the power source be re-
started before blade operation may
resume. Where power start capability is
provided, CU believed this not to be a
significant inconvenience. However,
where the mower must be manually re-
started, CU believed that the operator
may be tempted to disable the deadman
control in orde- to avoid the necessity
for restarting the engine after releasing
the deadman control (for example, by
tyingr or taping the control in the
actuated position). In order to discour-
age disabling of the deadman control, CU
recommended two requirements appli-
cable only to walk-behind mowers. First,
the power source shutoff control must be
inoperative unless the deadman control-
is released by the operator. This would
discourage a relatively permanent dis-
abling of the deadman control since the
deadman control would have to be
released in: order to turn off the engine. -
CU also recommended that a means be
provided to prevent operation of the
blade if the wire or linkage to the dead-
man control were cut or disconnected.
These two additional protective require-
ments to discourage disabling of the
deadman control are referred to below
as "interlocks:'

The Commission, however, believes
that as a practical matter it would be
very difficult and quite possibly expen-
sive to design interlocks to discourage
disabling of the deadman control that
could not also be disabled by a user who
was determined to do so. The Commis-
sion believes that a more effective ap-
proach would be to reduce the motivation
for users to disable the deadman control
by requiring that mowers with manual
starting controls be "easy" to restart If
the power source stops when the dead-
man control is released. Accordingly, the
Commission conducted human factors
research to determine starting effort
levels which most consumers will con-
sider to be "easy" and has developed a
test (§ 1205.5(d) (2)) to determine if a
mower exceeds this level. The test con-
sists of seeing If the mower can be
started by a 23 kg. (50 lb.) weight drop-
ping 61 cm (24 in.). The problems as-
soclated with restarting the mower can.
of course, be avoided if the power source
does not stop when the blade stops or if
a power restart capability is provided.
The former result can be achieved by
using a clutch to disconnect the blade
from the power source when the dead-
man control is released. The alternatives
allowed by the standard as proposed,
therefore, are (1) power restart capa-
bility, (2) manual start where the power
source does not stop when the deadman
control is released (Le., a clutch device),
and (3) manual start that passes the
easy restart test.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977



PROPOSED RULES

The Commission wishes to point out
that it Is not fully convinced that its
"easy-restart" test is adequately indica-
tive of an ease of restart that would not
unduly tempt consumers to disable the
deadman control. However, the Commis-
sion is reluctant at this time to foreclose
the possibility of an "easy-restart"
mower as a satisfactory solution to the
blade stop requirement in the proposed
standard and therefore an "easy-restart"
option Is incorporated in the proposal.
The Commission particularly-seeks com-
ments on the provision for easy restart.
In addition, the Commission urges those
manufacturers most interested in "easy-
restart" to share their "easy-restart"
technology with the Commission when
commenting on the proposed standard.
Unless the Commission Is thereby con-
vinced that an "easy-restart" feature -is
effective and technically feasible, it is
possible that the "easy-restart" require-
ment will be modified or deleted when
the final standard is issued. If this easy
restart'requirement were deleted, the re-
mainder of the standard as proposed
would require that either the blade stop
by means other than stopping the engine
when the deadman control is released
(i.e., a clutch device) or that a power
restart capability be provided. From the
discussion above, it" can be seen that the
question of the degree to which the Com-
mission should issue requirements in-
tended to reduce the possibility of users
disabling the deadman control has not
been fully resolved. Comments on this
issue are therefore sought by the Com-
mission. Some alternatives which have
been recommended to the Commission,
and upon which comment is therefore
specifically solicited, are:

1. No requirements to protect against
the possibility of users disabling the
deadman control.

2. Use of "interlocks" to make dis-
abling more difficult.

3. East of restart test similar to the
one proposed to reduce the inconven-
ience of restarting-manual start mowers.

4. Prohibiting manual start mowers
that stop the blade by stopping the power
source. This would require mowers to
have either a power start capability or
a clutch to disconnect the blade when
the deadman control is released.

Blade harmless test. Concerning the
concept of a "blade harmless test," the
Commission his been unable to find Er
repeatable test that can sufficiently indi-
cate the point at which an individual is
likely to be injured by a moving blade.
This includes the "blade harmless test"
recommended by CU, which consists of
inserting a vinyl-wrapped dowel into the
path of the blade. (If the tape was not
cut, CU deemed the risk of injury to the
operator to be acceptable.) Accordingly,
the blade harmless test recommended by
CU has not been proposed.

The Commission, however, believes
that it would be desirable to have a test
that would identify a blade that is rea-
sonably safe if inadvertently contacted
by the operator. The inclusion of such
a test would encourage the development
of safer blades, which might ultimately
be the most effective means of reducing

injuries caused by contact with the blade.
Accordingly, the Commission would wel-
come comments suggesting a suitable test
for this purpose.

- Blade 6toppiitg times (Sections 1205.5
(b) and 1205.11(b)). In order for the
"deadman control" to be effective, it is
necessary that the blade stop-before the
operator's hand can come into contact
with it after leaving the operating posi-
tion. Accordingly, the Commission has
proposed a stopping time of 3 seconds
for all mowers, to be effective two years
after the effective date of the remainder
of Subpart A or Part 1205 (four years
after the standard is issued). The Com-
mission based its decision to propose a

.3 second stopping time on the following
data:

(a) A National Bureau of Standards
analysis of films of blade access time
tests taken by the University of Iowa
(Memorandum from NBS to CPSC's Jon
Shelton dated March 21, 1975, "Time to
Blade Contact Data").

(b) Blade access time tests conducted
-at Eckerd College by a task group of
CU's Power Lawn Mower Standard De-
velopment Committee (Document 76,
CU's Blade Contact Subcommittee,
"Time to Blade Access Test Report").
(c) A limited blade access time study

conducted by the Commission's Office of
the Medical Director (Videotape, De-
cember 1975: Methodology for Evaluat-
ing the Proposed Lawn Mower Stand-
ard).

(d) The preliminary analysis of a time
to blade access study conducted for the
Commission by the National Bureau of
Standards (NBS) (Memorandum from
NBS to CPSC's Dale Scott dated Feb-
ruary 24, 1977, "Lawn Mower Foot Probe
Study (Project 138) and Time-to-Blade
Access Study (Project 139)). A draft of
NBS' complete reports should be avail-
able from the Office of the Secretary
early in the comment period.

The data are also discussed in an
evaluation of blade stopping time by the
Commission's Office of the Medical Di-
rector, dated December 7, 1976. These
studies all show that an operator's hand
may reach the blade contact area by the
most direct route from the operating
position in less than 3 seconds. Three
seconds should provide a reasonable de-
gree of protection, however, since the
operator will usually expend some time
In beginning to perform the task (clear-
ing the discharge chute, for example)
and since manufacturers are likely to
design to a shorter time than 3 seconds
to insure that all of their mowers will
meet the requirement.

For the period between the time Part
1205 becomes effective and the time the
3 second blade stopping time goes into
effect, the Commission proposes stop-
ping times of .5 seconds for walk-behind
mowers and 6 seconds for riding mowers.
These times are one second longer than
the times which were recommended by
CU but are -consistent with the recom-
mendations of the majority of CU's
blade contact subcommittee. The Com-
mission, however, believes that a slight-
ly longer time is justified on an interim

basis for the following reason. As men-
tioned in ihe preceding paragraph, the
3 second time which the Commission be-
lieves is appropriate as an eventual re-
quirement will probably require design
changes to currently' available mowers,
Some changes would also probably be
necessary in order to enable manufac-
turers to comply with the 4 and 5 sec-
ond times recommended by CU. The
Commission does not believe that It is
reasonable to require two design efforts
within a two year period in order to gain
a one second margin of safety on a tem-
porary basis. From the information
available to the Commission, it appears
that the proposed interim 5 to 6 second
stopping times can be achieved by most
currently-marketed mowers. The effect
of the interim requirements, therefore,
would be to Increase safety since It will
eliminate those currently marketed
mowers with longer than usual stopping
times.

The Commission's reasons for select-
ing the effective date of the shorter blade
stopping times are discussed above under
§ 1205.1.

An additional requirement (Q 1205,5
(c)) to ensure that the operator does not
come into contact with a rotating blade
is that walk-behind mowers with blades
that commence operation when the pow-
er source starts shall have their starting
controls located within the operating
control zone (defined in § 1205.2(a)
(17)).

It is also required that all mowers be
provided with a shutoff control to stop
the operation of the power sourco
(Q 1205.5(e)). This control shall require
a manual operation before the power
source can be restarted.

Fuel ignition hazards (Section 1205.0).
The hazard of fuel Ignition has been ad-
dressed by requirements designed to re-
duce the amount of spilled or leaked
fuel and to control the Ignition sourecs
of sparks and exhaust heat.

The proposal includes a requirement
(§ 1205.6(a) (1)) that high tension cables
on mowers be fully insulated. A test Is
also provided to determine that the spark
plug connector will not spark against
grounded metal if the operator attempts
to start the mower while the connector
Is disconnected (§ 1205.6(a) (1) (11)). In
addition, grounding switches are not per-
mitted in the high tension (secondary)
part of the ignition system (§ 1205.6(a)
(2)).

Leakage from the fuel system during
any reasonably foreseeable condition of
use Is prohibited (§ 1205.6(c)). In addi-
tion, a test (§ 1205.6(b)) Is provided to
insure that fuel will not contact certain
parts of the mower and that not more
than 0.95 gin. (.033 fi. oz.) of fuel will
collect in any single pool when the fuel
tank Is overfilled.

Electrically-powered mowers (Section
1250.7). In order to reduce the hazard
of electric shock associated with elec-
trically-powered mowers, the following
requirements are included n the pro-
posed standard. A performance test Is
provided to insure that the parts of the
electrically-powered lawn mower which
are normally contacted by the operator
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are covered with insulation having a re-
sistance bf a-least 250,000 ohms (Q 1205.-
7(a)).

A requirement is included that folding
or pivoting handles. on electrically-
powered mowers shall not entrap electri-
cal cords which connect parts of the
mower (1205.7(b)).

A plug blade shielding test is also pro-
vided to insure that the plug blades for
electrically-powered lawn mowers are
shielded so that they cannot be contacted
by a probe -while. they are still energized
by the extension cord ( 1205.7(c)). A
further discussion of this test is given in
section D of this preamble.

A switch that disconnects both sides
of the power supply to the mower when
it is in the OFF position is also required
( 1205.7(d)).

Riding mower stability and shield re-
quirements (Section 1205.8). In order to
reduce injuries caused by the turning
over of a riding mower, static stability

- requirements are included -which specify
that the mower's upper wheels shall not
lift when it rests on a slope inclined 30*
from the horizontal when the mower is

- facing uphill or downhill or on a slope in-
clined 200 from the horizontal when the
mower is facing in either direction across
the slope (§ 1205,8(a)).

Shields are also required ( 1205.8(c))
for riding mowers to prevent the foot
probe of Fig. 3 from entering the blade
path or contacting any moving mower
part driven by the power source that is
within 125 cm. (49.2 in.) of the seat refer-
ence point of the mower (defined in
§ 1205.2(a) (23)).

Riding mower steering requirements
(Section, 1205.9) This section (Q 1205.9
(a) (3)) does not permit tiller bar steer-
ing to be utilized in riding mowers, since
a tiller bar requires the operator's body
to be in an unstable position during
sharp turns. If a mower is steered by dual
hand-lever controls, to turn a forward-
travelind vehicle to the right, the left
contiol shall move in a forward direc-
tion relative to the right control or the
right control shall move rearward rela-
tive to the left control and vice versa
( 1205.9(a) (2)). All other types of steer-
ing controls sh&llmove to the right, or in
a clockwise direction, to turn a forward-

traveling mower to the right, and vice
versa ( 1205.9(a) (1)).

A structural integrity test of the steer-
ing system is also included ( 1205.9 (b)).
The system is required to withstand a
force of 222 newtons (50 lb.) applied to
the steering mechanism while the steer-
able wheels are held in each of three
] ositions.

Riding mower brakes (Section 1205.-
10) ..The proposed standard includes re-
quirements ( 1205.10(a) (1) (i)) f6r at-
tainable stopping distances for riding
mowers in both the forward and back-
ward directions. In order that the oper-
ator shall be able to control the mower,
a test is provided ( 1205.10(a)11) (iii))
to ensure that the service brake is ca-
pable of holding the mower stationary on
a slope that is inclined at an angle of
17" when'a 222 newton (50 lb.) force
is applied to the brake control. The serv-
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ice braking Cystem shall function inde-
pendently of the position of the trans-
mission or clutch controls or engine
operation § 1205.10 (a) (1) (IW).

A structural integrity test for braking
controls (§ 1205.10(b)) is provided which
requires foot brakes to be able to with-
stand a force of 1;670 newtons (375.5
lb.) and hand brakes to be able to with-
stand a force of 710 newtons (159.7 lb.).

A test for parking brake (§ 1205.10
(c)) is provided to insure that they will
limit the amount of roll when the mower
is parked on an inclined surface.

In order to further reduce the poten-
tial hazard of a runaway mower, the
parking brake requirement recommended
by CUbas been supplemented in the pro-
posal by specifying that these require-
ments shall also apply when the Power

,source is running (0 1205.10(c) (2) ()
(C)).

A leg probe (Fig. 9) (§ 1205.10(d) (1))
is proposed to determine that the brahe
pedal is located close enough to the seat
that smaller operators can apply the
necessary force to the pedal. I

In order that brakes be reliable to use,
brake pedals are required to have slip
resistant contact surfaces ( 1205.10(d)
(2)), and a barrier is required § 1205.10
(d) (2)) to prevent the foot from sliding
off a right-side control surface toward
the right and from sliding oif a left-side
control surface toward the left.

Riding mower controls (Section 1205.-
11). A riding mower is required (§ 1205.-
11(a)) to have a blade control system
(CU's "deadman control") which will
present operation of the blade unless a
control is actuated by the operator and
require that the operator be In continu-
ous contact with the control in order for
the blade to continue to be driven. The
mower, shall also have a second control
which must be actuated before a stopped
blade can be restarted. The significance
of this control system Is explained above
in the discussion of walk-behind mower
controls under § 1205.5. The second con-
trol which must be actuated before the
stopped blade can be restarted must re-
quire a force of at least 110 newtons
(24.8 lb.) in order t'be actuated. This Is
to prevent inadvertent engagement of
the blade control.

n order to reduce injurip5 connected
with backover accidents, the blade of a
riding mower must come to a stop when
the transmission or traction drive Is
positioned for reverse travel (Q 1205.11
(a) (3)).

Riding mowers are also required to
have a control so that the blade may be
rendered inoperative while the mower is
traveling forward ( 1205.11(a) (4)).
This enables the operator to reduce the
hazard from a moving blade when It Is
not needed for mowing and also to re-
duce the hazard of thrown objects when
the mower is driven across an area cov-
ered with gravel or debris.

Two years after the effective date of
Part 1205 (four years after the standard
is issued), the blade of a riding mower
must come to a complete stop within 3
seconds after the blade control "dead-
man" Is released or after the transmis-
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sion or traction drive is positioned forreverse travel (Q 1205.11(b)). For mow-
ers manufactured before that date but
after the effective date of the standard.
the blade is required to stop within 6 sec-
onds. See the discussion above under
§ 1205.5 for the reasons the Commission
selected these particular blade stopping
times and this effective date.

In order to prevent blade motion ex-
cept when the operator requires it, and
to prevent inadvertent blade motion
when the mower power source is started.
a riding mower Is required to have a
means to prevent the engine from being
started by its normal starting means un-
less the blade drive is disengaged and the
traction drive is disengaged or in neutral
(Q 1205.11(c) (1)).

In order that the power source may be
conveniently stopped and not inadvert-
ently restarted, all riding mowers are re-
quired to have a shutoff control to stop
the operation of the power source
(§ 1205.11(c) (2)). This control shall re-
quire a manual operation before the
power source can be restarted.

The traction drive of a riding mower is
also required to have a "deadman" type
control so that the power source must be
stopped or. the traction drive discon-
nected If the operator leaves the operat-
ing position or othervse releases the
control without first disengaging the
traction drive ( 1205.11(d) (D). This
will stop the movement of the mower If
the operator falls or Is thrown from the
operating position.

A neutral position Is required between
any forward position and any reverse
position of a riding mower transmission
( 1205.11(d) (2)) in order to reduce the
possibility of causing mower instability if
the transmission went immediately from
forward drive to reverse drive.

To prevent inadvertent shifting of the
transmission, the transmission or trac-
tion drive control Is also required to have
a lockout or other means to prevent
moving from forward to reverse or vice
versa without an intentional manipula-
tion of the cptrol (Q 1205.11(d) (3)).

Warning la5-els (Section 1205.12). The
warning label shown in Fig. 10 is re-
quired to be applied to the blade housing
or other shielding of all lawn mowers
subject to this standard. This issue is
discussed below in section D. IV. 12 of
this preamble.

Prohibited -StocPfling (Section, 1205.
13). Section 9(d) (2) of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2058(d)
(2)) authorizes the Commission to pro-
hibit stockpiling of consumer products
that are the subject of a consumer prodt-
uct safety rule. Stockpiling means man-
ufacturing or Impoting such a product
between the date of issuance of the rule
and Its effective date at a rate that is
signiflcantly greater than the rate at
which such product was produced or im-
ported during a base period specified by
the Commission.

An anti-stockpiling provision is in-
cluded as part of the proposed standard,
(Q 1205.14) to insure that the purposes
of the standard, if promulgated, will not
be circumvented. The proposed anti-
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stoclpiling rule specifies that power
lawn mowers that do not comply with
the standard shall not be manufactured
or Imported between the date of pro-
mulgation of the final standard and the
date the standard becomes effective at a
rate that Is more than 20 percent greater
than the rate at which power lawn mow-
ers were produced or Imported during
the base period. The proposed base pe-
riod Is, at the option of the manufac-
turer or importer concerned, any period
of 365 consecutive days beginning on or
after September 1, 1971, and ending on
or before August 31, 1976.

Since the requirements for 3 second
blade stopping times after release of the
"deadman control" become effective two
years after the effective date of the re-
mainder of the standard, mowers which
do not comply with these provisions shall
not be manufactured or imported be-
tween the date of promulgation of Part
1205 and the date these provisions be-
come effective at a rate that is more than
20 percent greater than the rate at which
power lawn mowers were produced or
imported during the base period.

Findings (Section 1205.14). At the time
a final rule is promulgated, this section
will contain the Commission'sfindings on
the topics outlined in the OTHER CON-
SIDERATIONS section (E) of this
preamble.
D. PROVISIONS OF CU's RECOMMENDED

STANDARD THAT ARE Nor INCLUDED IN
CP8C'S PROPOSED STANDARD

1. A number of the provisions that were
In the standard that CU recommended
to the Commission have not been in-
cluded in the standard that the Commis-
sion is proposing. In some cases, the pro-
visions were not proposed because the

"Commission's analysis of the particular
risk of injury that the provision was in-
tended to address did not show that the
particular risk was sufficient to support
the need for inclusion of the provision
in a mandatory standard.

The following requirerpents that were
recommended by CU have not been pro-
posed by the Commission' as part of the
mandatory standard for the above
reason:

1. Electrical terminals. That electrical
terminals be protected against short cir-
culting by metal fuel containers or tools.

2. Battery chargers. Requirements for
on-board battery charging systems.

3. Fuel system. Requirements for in-
tegrity of the fuel system. The proposal
substitutes a general requirement that
the fuel system not leak under any rea-
sonably foreseeable condition of use.)

4. Fuel tank venting. Requirement for
fuel tank venting.

5. Key lock. Requirement for a key
lock for power start mowers.

6. Control movement. Requirements
for the movement of traction drive clutch
and/or neutral return controls, brakes,
parking controls, speed controls, and
steering controls.

7. Parking brake interlock or alarm.
That a riding. moWer have a means to
prevent ground travel when the parking
brake is engaged, unless the service brak-
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ing system and parking braking system
are separate and independent or unless
an alarm is provided to indicate when the
parking brake is engaged.

8. Instructions. That instructions set-
ting forth certain safety-related matters
be provided.

U. A number of CU's other recom-
mended requirements were not proposed
because the Commission concluded that
(1) the requirements were features of a
voluntary standard that is complied with
by at least the vast majority of mower
manufacturers or is otherwise a generally
followed manufacturing practice and (2)
there is no apparent reason to believe
that the requirements will not continue
to be so. However, if manufacturers
should begin to produce mowers which
do not conform to these practices, the
Commission will reconsider whether ad-
ditional requirements should be included
in the mandatory standard. The follow-
ing requirements have not been pro-
posed for this reason.

1. Electrical. That electrically-pow-
ered mowers be either of .double-insu-
lated construction or grounded.

2. Electrical. Requirements for (1)
grounding conductors, (2) a leakage cur-
rent test for non-double-insulated mow-
ers, and (3) power supply cord strain re-
lief.

3. Battery powered mowers. That bat-
tery powered mowers with nominal power
supply potentials exceeding 30 volts con-
tain certain protective features. Cur-
rently marketed mowers that exceed 36
volts contain these protective features,
and the Commission believes that this
level of protection is adequate.

4. Battery started mowers. Require-
ment for similar protective features in
battery started internal combustion en-
gine powered mowers.

5. High tension cables. Requirements
for high tension cables.

6. Structural integrity. Requirements
for general structural integrity of rotary
mowers.

7. Blades. CU's blade attachment se-
curity test, blade impact test, and mower
unbalance test.

III. The following CU requirements
have not been proposed for both of the
categories of reasons given above.

1. Electrical. Requirements that elec-
trically-live parts and certain dead
metal parts be so located or enclosed
that they may not come into contact
with uninsulated live parts.

2. Electrical cords. Requirements con-
cerning electrlcal cords for electrically
powered mowers.

3. UL 82. Requirement that would have
incorporated certain provisions of UL
82, "Standard for Electric Gardening
Appliances," Second Edition (Febru-
ary 14, 1974), by reference.

4. Control location. That certain con-
trols be located within the operating
zone.

5. Required operating controls. Re-
quirements for the presence of certain
operating controls and that there be in-
dependent traction and blade controls.

6. Labels. Requirements for warning,
labels and for label durability and

placement (except for the proposed
blade housing label).

IV. A discussion of the reasons that
particular other CU requirements were
not proposed is given below.

1. Sound levels. CU recommended that,
after the effective date of the standard,
the allowable sound levels produced by
power lawn mowers should be limited to
92 dbA for walk-behind mowers and 95
dbA for riding mowers. They also recom-
mended that sound levels should be fur-
ther reduced to 90 dbA for all mowers
two years after the effective date of the
standard. The Commission has not pro-
posed these recommendations.

The rationale for sound level require-
ments is that long-term exposure to high
sound levels can cause a loss of hearing.
As noted by CU, It is also possible that
noise can mask shouted warnings of po-
tentially dangerous situations. The Com-
mission does not believe that the dff-
ference between the sound levels for cur-
rently available mowers and the 90 dbA
level is significant In permitting better
communication of shouted warnings at
the distances that are likely to be in-
volved. However, data are available from
which the Commission could conclude
that exposure to noise can, over a period
of years, produce a hearing loss. Any
such loss would be the' result of the cu-
mulative effect of the noise from power
lawn mowers and other noise sources to
which the consumer might be exposed,

Under the Noise Control Act of 1972
(Sec, 4(c), Pub. L. 92-574, 80 Stat, 1235,
42 U.S.C. 4903(c)), the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has the responsibility of coordi-
nating the programs of all Federal agen-
cies relating to noise control and of es-
tablishing regulations to protect the
public health and welfare from major
sources of noise. On January 12, 1977,
EPA published a FEDERAL Ro.sn.R notice
(42 FR 2525) Identifying power lawn
mowers as a major source of noise. This
is the first step toward promulgation by
EPA of a n6ise standard for power lawn
mowers. This EPA standard could be ef-
fective at about the same time as the
Consumer Product Safety Commission's
Safety Standard for Power Lawn Mow-
ers. Since the question of Injury to hear-
Ing caused by lower levels of noise pro-
duced by power lawn mowers requires
consideration of the cumulative effect
of other noise sources, It appears that
any action taken by the Commission to
regulate the sound levels of power lawn
mowers would unnecessarily duplicate
functions that are specifically assigned
to EPA by the Noise Control Act of 1972.
Furthermore, EPA's authority to protect
the public health and welfare apparently
extends to the establishment of stand-
ards to protect against annoyance caused
by noise as well as against the risk of
hearing loss, so that EPA could possibly
set more stringent requirements than
would be possible under the Consumer
Product Safety Act.

Requirements for 92 dba for walk-be-
hind mowers and 95 dba for riding
mowers are in the present voluntary
standards and can be met by mot.t
currently-marketed mowers.
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For the reasons given above, the Com-
mission has decided to defer further con-
sideration of sound level requirements
for power lawn mowers until EPA has had
a reasonable opportunity to issue regu-
lations in this area.

2. Electricafy-powered mowers, a. The
requirements for electrically-powered
mower that were recommended by CU
allowed the outer surface of the handles
and controls to be made of electrically
conductive material if this material were'
isolated from the electrical system by
sufrcient insulation. T he Commission,
however, believes that under conditions
that may be encountered in use, elec-
trically conductive paths could be
formed across such insulation, thereby
energizing the whole handle and control
assembly. Accordingly, the Commission
has changed this requirement so that the
outer surfaces of these parts must be of
or covered with an insulating naterial
(§ 1205.7(a)).

b. The test recommended by CU to de-
termine the sufficiency of the insulation
has also been changed. CU recommended

- that a high voltage be applied-across the
insulation to metallic foil that was
wrapped around it. This method of test-
ing would not detect pin point holes and

- cracks in the insulation that are not
large enough to allow the foil to enter
-but which could fill with conductive ma-
terial (e.g., perspiration) under condi-
tions of actual use. Accordingly, the Com-
mission has proposed a test method
-whereby the insulated handle or control
is submerged-in-a conductive solution
that can enter tiny holes and cracks in
the insulation, and the resistance of the
entire insulated area is measured be-
tween the conductive solution* and the
nearest conductive part of the mower
(§ 1205.7(a) (2)).
S.c; The plug blade shielding test rec-
ommended by CU called for the use of a
representative range of commercially
available extension cords. The recom-
mended CU requirement could result in
a plug passing the test with some exten-
sion cords and failing with others. Also,
to the extent that different sets of cords
could be selected for use in this test, the
test might not yield repeatable results.
In order to eliminate these difficulties,
the Commission proposal substitutes a
specified gage for the extension cords
(§ 1205.7(c)). The gage consists of the
suitable plug from UL 498, "Attachment
Plugs and Receptacles," October 29, 1976,
connected as shown in Fig. 8.

CU's plug shielding test involved con-
tacting the plug blade with a test probe
and then inserting the plug into the ex-
tension cord receptacle to see if the blade
could contact the extension cord contact

-while the test probe remains in contact
with the plug blade. In the proposal, the
Commission has reversed this procedure

- so that the plug is fully inserted into the
gage and then withdrawn to the point
that -the test probe can be inserted to
make contact with the plug blades. The
Commission believes that since the haz-
ard -exists in the situation-where the plug
blade is touching the extension cord con-
tacts; the test sould begin in this mode.

Also, the hazard Is more likely to cause
injury during withdrawal of the plug
than during insertion since the hand
would be more likely to be lower on the
plug when trying to pull It out.

3. Fuel tank filling. CU's requirement
that fuel tanks not overflow while being
filled has not been proposed. This test Is
not sufliclently repeatable, and the haz-
ard is also addressed by the overflow pro-
tection test, which has been retained
(§ 1205.6(b)).

4. Exhaust system surface tempera-
tures. CU's requirement that exhaust
sytem surfaces that are above the blade
housing and that reach temperatures
above 150' C. (302" F.) shall be inacces-
sible or shielded has not been proposed.
Injuries can occur even at the limit sug-
gested by CU, and the Commission be-
lieves that additional research is required
in order to determine if a practical
temperature limit exists which would
significantly reduce the generally minor
injuries that do occur from this hazard.

5. Traction disengagement control.
CU's requirement for a traction disen-
gagement control for walk-behind mow-
ers has not been proposed because the
blade deadman control largely elimi-
nates any hazard that might be caused
by the lack of this feature.

6. Braking modulation. The test rec-
ommended by CU to determine the
ability of the brake system to modulate
its braking between zero and maximum
braking force has not been proposed be-
cause the results are too dependent on
operator skill and the test can be danger-
ous to perform.

7. Dynamic stability. CU's recom-
mended requirements for testing the dy-
namic stability of riding mowers have
not been proposed because they are too
dependent upon operator skill and can be
dangerous to perform.
" 8. Housing strength test. The housing
strength test recommended by CU has
not been proposed since the Commission
believes that the thrown objects test will
also adequately test for housing strength.
If the mower housing were weak enough
to be penertated during the thrown ob-
jects test, the housing would not shield
against the thrown objects, and that test
would be failed. Furthermore, the test is
a feature of the voluntary standard that
is complied with by the vast majority of
presently available mowers. Accordingly,
an additional test to see If the housing
can be penetrated is not necessary.

9. Certification label. CU's requirement
for a label stating that the mower "meets
U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion safety regulations for power lawn
mowers" has not been proposed. The
Commission intends to address this topic
in aseparate certification regulation
that the Commission will develop under
§ 14 of the Consumer Product Safety
Act (15 U.S.C. 2063). The Commlssion
will propose that regulation for public
comment and intends that It will become
effective on the effective date of Part
1205. A more detailed discussion of Issues
associated with certification require-
ments is given In section E of this notice,
"Other Considerations."

10. Starting stability. CU recom-
mended a starting stability test for man-
ually started mowers that were not pro-
vided with a slip-resistant area which
would enable the operator to stabilize the
nfower while starting. The Commission,
however, has proposed a requirement
that any mower whose blade can begin
movement when It is started is required
to have Its starting controls in the op-
erating control zone, where it would be
relatively easy- to stabilize the mower
against a manual starting force. For
other mowers, the starting stability is
not a safety-related feature since the
blade will not move when the mower is
started.

11. Blade harmless test and interlocks.
As explained in section C of this pre-
amble under § 1205.5, CU's requirements
for a blade harmless test as an alterna-
tive to blade stopping and for interlocks
to discourage disabling of the "dead-
man" have not been Included in the pro-
posal.

12. Warning label. The label for the
mower housing that was recommended
by CU depicts a hand with severed fin-
gers and dripping blood. Some people
object to this label as being offensive
to the sensibilities of the consumer
because of Its gory nature. Others be-*,,
lieve that these features of the label are
justified since they impress the user with
a. realization of severe hazard associ--
ated with contacting an operating blade.
After considering the objections which
had been raised to the CU label and
considering a number of alternative
labels, the Commission decided to pro-
pose the label shown in FIg. 10, which
was devised by the Commission's Office
of the Medical Director (OMD). The -
Commission believes that the OMD label
vill be as effective as the CU label in
warning the consumer of the danger of
contact with the blade without un-
necessarily subjecting the consumer to
the features of the CU label which were
the source of some objections.

E. Ormm COxaSraszIOxS
Findings. Section 9(c) of the act re-

quires that prior to promulgating a con-
sumer product safety rule the Commis-
sion shall consider and make appropri-
ate findings as to:

(1) The degree and nature of the risk
of injury the rule is designed to eliminate
or reduce;

(2) The approximate number of con-
sumer products, or types or classes there-
of, subject to such rule;

(3) The need of the public for the
consumer products subject to such rule.
and the probable effect of such rule upon
the utility, cost, or avallability of such
products to meet such need;

(4) Any means of achieving the effect
of the rule while minimizing adverse ef-
fects on competition or disruption or dis-
location of manufacturing and other
commercial practices consistent with the
public health and safety,

(5) That the rule (including its effec-
tive date) is reasonably necessary to
eliminate or reduce an unreasonable risk
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of Injury associated with power lawn
mowers; and

(6) That promulgation of- the rule is
in the public interest (15 US.C. 2058 (b)
and (c)) i - "

The Commission must also Include
these findings in the final standard.

Section 9(b) of the act (15 U.S.C. 2058
(b)). requires that In promulgating a
consumer product safety rule, the Com-
mission shall also consider and take into
account the special needs of elderly and
handicapped persons to determine the
extent to which such persons may be ad-
versely affected by the rule.

The Commission welcomes comments
from interested parties relating to all
aspects of the subject matter of these
findings.

Economic analysis. As required by sec-
tion 9(c) of the act (15,U.S.C. 2058(c)),
-the Commission has taken into account
in Its consideration of the proposed
standard the need of the public for
power lawn mowers and the probable
effects of the standard upon the utility,
cost, and availability of the product to
meet such need. These are among the
factors the Commission weighed in esti-
mating the economic impact of the pro-
posed standard on consumers, manufac-
turers of power lawn mowers or their
components, persons involved in the dis-
tribution and sale of this product, and
other areas of the general economy. A
draft economic impact analysis is avail-
able for inspection or copying in the
Office of the Secretary. The Commission
welcomes comments on the analysis and
on the possible economic effects of the
proposed standard.

Environmental impact. After due de-
liberation, the Commission has deter-
mined that there are no significant po-
tentiaIy adverse environmental effects
associated with this standard. The fac-
tors considered in making this deter-
mination are contained in an environ-
mental impact assessment that may be
seen in, or obtained from, the Office of
the Secretary.

Preemption. Section 26(a) of the act
(15 U.S.C. 2075 (a)) provides that when-
ever a consumer product safety stand-
ard issued under the act is In effect, no
state or political subdivision of a state
shall have any authority either to es-
tablish or to continue in effect any pro-
vision of a safety standard or regulation
which prescribes any requirements as to
the performance, composition, contents,
design, finish, construction, packaging,
or labeling of such products if the re-
quirements are designed to deal with
the same risks of injury associated with
such consumer product that are dealt
with by the consumer product safety
standard, unless. the state or local re-
quirements are identical to the require-
ment& of the standard promulgated
under the act. This means that state oi
local requirements, to- the extent the3
address the described types of require-
ments and the same risks. as any Federa
standard. that Is ultimately Issued, wil
be preempted by the Federal standarc

p , a effective date unless they an
identical to the final Federal -standard
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However, section 26(c) of the acft (15
U.S.C_ 2075(c),) provides that upon ap-
pilcation of a, state or political subdivi-
sion thereof, the Commission may, by
ruia and after notice and opportunity for
oral presentation- of views, exempt a
proposed safety standard or regulation
described In the application from the
preemption provisions of section 26(a)
(under such conditions as the Commis-
sion may impose). In such cases, the
Commission must find that tha proposed
state or local standard or regulation (1)
imposes a higher level of performance
than the standard promulgated under
the act and (2) does not unduly burden
interstate commerce.

Section 26(a) does not, however, pre-
vent the Federal Government or the
government of any state or political sub-
division of a state from establishing a
safety requirement applicable to a con-
sumer product for its own use if such
requirement imposes. a higher standard
of performance than that required to
comply with the otherwise applicable
Federal standard.

Certiftcation and labeling. Manufac-
turers and private labelers of power lawn
mowers will be required to comply with
the certification provisions of section
14(a) (1) of the act (15 U.S.C. 2063(a)
(1)) after the effective date of the power
lawn mower safety standard. Section 14
(a) (1) requires manufacturers (and
private labelers, if the product bears a
private label) to issue a certificate which
states that the product conforms to all
applicable consumer product safety
standards and. specifies any applicable
standard. The certificate shall be based
on a test of each product or upon a rea-
sonable testing program and must state
the name of the manufacturer or private
labeler issuing the certificate and in-
clude the. date and place of manufacture.

In addition, section 14 (b) and (c) of
the act allows, but does not require, the
Commission to issue regulations which
would (1) prescribe a.reasonable testing
program, (2) specify which manu-
facturer shall issue the certificate when
a product has more than one "manu-
facturer," and (3) require labeling of
products- subject to consumer product
safety standards. Specific certification
wid labeling requirements of the type
authorized by section 14 (b) and (c) of
the Consumer Product Safety Act are
not Included In the standard, but the
Commission anticipates that they will be
addressed in a separate rule to be de-
veloped under that section. The rule on
certification and labeling will be sepa-
rately proposed for public comment in
accordance with the requirements of the

* AdministrativeProcedure Act (5 US.C.
_ 553). It Is intended that the final rule
. on certification and labeling will be is-

sued prior to the effective date of the
power lawn mower safety standard and
will become effective at the same time

. as that standard.
I Section i6 of the act (15 U.S.C. 2065)

requires that manufacturers, importers,
L and" private labelers of a consumer prod-
e uct shall establish and' maintain sucb
L records and make -such reports as the

Commission may reasonably require for
the purposes of implementing the act
or to determine compliance with rules
or orders prescribed under the act. Re-
quirements under this section could be
included in a certification regulation in
order to insure that adequate records of
a testing program are kept. -

Although the Commission does not in-
tend to issue a certification regulation
as part of the standard that Is being
proposed in this notice, the Commission
believes that It would be helpful to solicit
comments on issues related to this sub-
ject-so that these comments can be con-
sidered in drafting a proposed certifica-
tion regulation, The following questions
are among those that will be considered
in the process of issuing a certiflcation
regulation:
1. Concerning the requirement for a

"reasonable" testing program:
(a) Should the Commission issue no

regulation in this area? In this evelt,
each manufacturer would have to form-
ulate its own reasonable testing pro;
gram.

(b) Should the Commission prescribe
the outer linits or Parameters of what
it considers a reasonable testing pro.
gram, but Issue no specific requirements
for sampling and testing? I

(c) Should the Commission prescribe
specific requirements for sampling and
testing?

2. Who should be required to certify?
To what extent shoud component manu-
facturers be required to certify their
components? To what extent should
manufacturers be allowed to rely'upon
the certification of component manufac-
turers?

3. What would-be the most appropriate
and effective testing program? Would it
b6 model qualification, production quality
control, sampling and testing, some com-
bination of these techniques, or some
other method to meet the certification
requirement of the statute?

4. Should manufacturers be required
to retain the samples that are tested?
If so, for how long?

5. What records should be kept of the
manufacturer's testing programs, the
tests performed, and the test resulta?
How long should such records be main-
tained?

6. Section 14 of the act (15 U.S.C.
2053(c)) sets forth information which
the Commission may require on labels
on the product, Which of this informa-
tion would be useful to the consumer?

In addressing these questions, com-
menters should keep In mind the nature
of the power lawn mower industry and
the cost and effects of any contem-
plated testing program. (It has been esti-
mated that it will require approximately
10 days to test a mower to see If It com-
plies with all the provisions of the pro-
posed standard.)

Comments that solely concern certifi-
cation issues will' not be addressed In
the preamble to any final consumer prod-
uct safety standard for power lawn
mowers that may be Issued by the Com-
mission. Rather, these, comments will be
considered by the Commission prior to
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proposing a certification regulation. The
substantive comments that are received
on that proposal will be addressed In the
preamble to the final certification regula-
tion when-it is issued.

Metric units. The proposed Part 1205
*i11 be enforced on the metric units for
dimensions, weights, etc. that are given
in the Part. However, for convenience,
the English equivalents are, also given.

F. EXTENSION OF TIME

Section 9(a) (1) of the act (15 U.S.C.
2058(a) (1)) requires that within 60 days
after the publication of a proposed con-
sumer product safety rule, the Commis-
sion shall eithef (1) promulgate a rule
respecting the risk "of injury associated
with such product, or (2) withdraw the
applicable notice of proceeding, unless
the Commission extends the 60 day
period for good cause.shown and pub-
lishes -its- reasons in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTEL The - process of promulgating a
consumer Product safety rule or with-
drawing the applicable notice of proceed-
ing requires the Commission to consider
the substantive comments that are. re-
ceived on the proposal, .decide if any
changes to the proposed rule are re-
quired, make the findings required by
section 9 of the act, and prepare an ap-
propriate FEDERAL REGIsTER notice. In the
case of the proposed power lawn mower
standard, the Commission believes that
these actions will require at least 90
days. Since 60 days are being allowed
for the public to comment on the pro-
posed rule, a total of at least 150 days
from the date of publication of this
notice will be -required for the Commis-
sion, to promulgate a.rule (or withdraw
the notice of proceeding). Accordingly,
the Commission hereby extends until
October 3, 1977, the date by which it
must'either publish a consumer product
safety rule respecting the risk of injury
associated with power lawn mowers or
withdraw by rule the applicable notice
of proceeding. This period may be further
extended for good cause shown.

G. CoNcLusIoN AND PROPOSAL

Having considered CU's recommdnded
safety standard for power lawn mowers
and the supporting material submitted
therewith, together with othei relevant
information, the Commission concludes
that the recommended standard,
changed as described above and with
additional editorial changes, should be
proposed as a consumer product safety
standard.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Consumer Product Safety Act'(7(f),
Pub. L. 92-573, 86 Stat. 1215, 15 U.S.C.
2056(f)), the Commission proposes that
Title 16, Chapter II of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations be amended by adding
to Subchapter B a- new Part 1205 as
follows:

PART 1205-SAFETY STANDARD FOR
POWER LAWN MOWERS

Subpart A-The Standard
Se.
1205.1 Scope, applicttion, background, and

and effective date.
12052 Denntions.

sec.
1205.3

1205.4

1205.5
1205.6
1205.7
1205.8

1205.9

1205.10
1205.11
1205.12
1205.13
1205.14
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Walk-behind mower protective do-
Tices.

Thrown objects test for rotary
mowers.

Walk-behind mower controls.
Fuel ignition hazards.
Electrically-powered mowers.
Riding mower stability and shield

requirements.
Riding mower steering require-

ments.
Riding mower brakes.
Riding mower controls.
Warning labels.
Prohibited stockpiling.
Findings.

A=rHoMr: Sec. 2. 3. 7, 9, 14. 19, Pub. L.
92-573, 86 Stat. 1207. 1208, 1212-17, 1220,
1224; 15 U.S.O. 2051, 2052. 2050, 2058, 2063.
2068.

§ 1205.1 Scope, application, buckground,
and effective date.

(a) Scope. (1) This Subpart A of Part
1205, a consumer product safety stand-
"ard, prescribes safety requirements for
power lawn mowers, which, for the pur-
poses of this Part, are defined as grass-
cutting machines with a minimum'
cuttingwidth of 304 mm. (11.96 In.) that
employ an engine or a motor as a power
source and are consumer products as
defined in section 3(a) (1) of the Con-
sumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C.
2052(a) (1)). This definition includes
both rotary and reel-type mowers and
applies to both riding and walk-behind
mowers. Mowers powered by internal
combustion engines or electric motors
are included. Where an individual section
within this Subpart A of Part 1205
applies only to certain types of the
mowers included within "power lawn
mowers," the section will state the types
to which it applies. The requirements of
this standard are designed to reduce or
eliminate the unreasonable risks of
death or injury associated with power
lawn mowers.

(2) Section 1205.14 sets forth the
findings which the Consumer Product
Safety Commission is required to make
by section 9 of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2058) In Issuing
this standard.

(3) Otter standards. (I) Portions of
the following standards are incorporated
by reference into this standard:

-(A) ANSI/ASTAT D 484-71 (R 1976),
"Standard Specification for Hydrocarbon
Dry Cleaning Solvents"-Table 1 (Type
I solvent) (See § 1205.6(b) (2)).

(B) Federal Specification PF-N-105B
(3), "Nails, Brads, Staples and Spikes:
Wire, Cut and Wrought" (4 Oct 74) (See
§ 1205.4(b) (2) (v)).

(ii) ANSI standards are approved by,
published by, and available from the
American National Standards Institute,
Inc., 1430 Broadway, New York, New
York 10018. ASTAT standards are ap-
proved by, published by, and available
from the American Society for Testing
and Materials, 1916 Race Street, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania 19103. Federal
Specifications are available for reference
at General Services Administration Re-
gional Business Service Centers and at
some Federal Government Depository LI-

brarles (librarians will be able to help
locate the nearest copy).

(Oi1) The requirements that have been
Incorporated by reference from these
dtandards are those set forth in the par-
ticular revision or edition of the stand-
ard that is specified above. Any subse-
quent revisions of the relevant portions
of the standards are not thereby incor-
porated Into this Part 1205.

(b) Application. (1) This Part 1205
shall apply to all power lawn mowers that
are produced or distributed for sale to or
for the personal use, consumption, or en-
Joyment of consumers in or around a
permanent or temporary household or
residence, a school, in recreation or oth-
erwise. This Part does not apply to power
lawn mowers that are not customarily-
produced or distributed for sale to, use or
consumption by, or enjoyment of a con-
sumer.

-(2) Power lawn mowers manufactured
after the effective date of -this standard.
must meet the requirements -of this
standard if the mower is manufactured
for sale, offered for sale, or distributed
in commerce within the United States
or if the mower is imported into the
Unted'States. a

(3) The requirements of Subpart A of
this Part 1205 are based on the metric
units for weights, dimensions, etc., that
are given In the Part. However, for con-
venience, the English equivalents are also
given. Only English units are given for
plywood thicknesses, since this is not a
dimension but rather a designation of a
commercially available size. There is no
current equivalent metric designation.

(c) Background. (1) On August 15,
1973, the Outdoor Power Equipment In-
stitute (OPED petitioned the Consumer
Product Safety Commission -pursuant to
section 10 of- the Consumer- Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2059) to commence
a proceeding for the development.of a
consumer product safety standard for
power lawn mowers. In Its petition, OPEl
also requested that the Commission pub-
lish a standard of the American National
Standards Institute, ANSI B71.1-1972,
"Safety Specifications for Power Lawn
lowers, Lawn and Garden Tractors, and

Lawn Tractors," with amendments and
a compliance program, as a proposed
consumer product safety standard.

(2) After consideration of the avail-
able Information concerning injuries as-
soclated with power mowers, the Com-
mission preliminarily determined that
power lawn mowers present unreason-
able risks of death or injury to consum-
ers. Accordingly, on November 16, 1973,
the Commission'granted the portion of
the OPEI petition which requested that
the Commission commence a proceed-
ing to develop a consumer product safety
standards for power lawn mowers. The
Commission began the developnent of
the standard by publishing a notice of
proceeding in the FEmERAL REGIsTER of
July 22, 1974 (39 F&. 26662), inviting in-
terested persons to submit an existing
standard as a proposed consumer prod-
uct safety standard or to submit offers
to develop a recommended safety stand-
ard.
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(3) In response to this invitation, the
Commission received one existing stand-
ard and an Invitation for Bid, issued by
the General Services Administration,
that was referred to as an existing stand-
ard, for consideration as a proposed con-
sumer product safety standard, and also
received four offers to develop a stand-
ard applicable to power lawn mowers.
The Commission subsequently accepted
the offer of Consumers Union of United
States, Inc., (CU) to develop a consumer
product safety standard applicable to
power lawn mowers.

(4) The requirements of this Part 1205
have resulted from the standard which
was recommended by CU and from cer-
tain additions, deletions, modifications,
and editorial changes which were made
by the Commission after an extensive
evaluation of CU's recomnmended stand-
ard. All material which was considered
by the Commission during this proceed-
ing is available from the Offce of the
Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, 1111 18th Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20207. During its eval-
uation, the Commission obtained the
opinion of independent experts and
groups of consumers on various questions
which were raised during the evaluation.

(5) A more detailed account of the
background of this Part can be found
at 42 FR 23052.

(c) Effective date. Except where stated
otherwise, Subpart A ofthis Part 1205
shall become effective 2 years after
promulgation of Part 1205. In § 1205.4(b)
and § 1205.11(b) (2) (relating to blade
stopping times), a. more stringent re-
quirement. becomes effective on 4 years
after promulgationof Part 1205).
§ 1205.2 Definitions.

(a) Asused in this Part 1205:
(1) "Battery powered mowers" means

mowers that utilize storage batteries as
a source of power.

(2) "Blade" means any device, mecha-
nism, or means that Is Intended to cut
grass during mowing operations and In-
cludes all blades of a multibladed mower.

(3) "Blade tip circle" means the path
described by the outermost point of the
blade edge as It moves about its axis.

(4) "Brake pedal" means the portion
of a foot operated brake that is intended
to be contacted by the foot.

(5) "Cutting width" means the blade
tip circle diameter or, for a multi-bladed
mower, the width, measured perpendicu-
lar to the forward direction, of a com-
posite of all blade tip circles.

(6) "Electrically-powered mower"
means those mowers utilizing the con-
tinuously-supplied residential voltage
commonly available in the U.S. at re;

ceptacles installed in homes (nominally
120 volts A.C.).

(7). "Engine" means a power produc-
ing device which ronverts thermal energy
from a fuel-into mechanical energy.

(8) "Equivalent test welghtV means a.
weight used to simulate a standard test
operator In some tests of riding power
lawn mowers. Its weight is 95--t5 kg.
(209±t11 lb.). The center of gravity of
the weight Is 230 cm. (9.1 in.) above the
lowest point of the operator-support
surface oLthe seat, and 250 cm. (9.8 in.)
forward of the seat reference point.

(9) "Fuel system" means an arrange-
ment of components designed to deliver
combustible matter to an engine.

(10) "Grass catcher" means a part or
parts attached to the mower that provide
a means for collecting grass clippings or
debris discharged by the mower.

(11) "Horizontal plane of blade"
means the plane of the blade tip circle.

(12), "Manual starting" means start-
Ing the mower engine with power ob-
tained from the physical efforts of the
operator.

(13) "Max mum" operating speed"
means the maximum rpm obtainable by

the engine or motor under the condi-
tions of the particular test where the
term is used.

(14) "Motor" means a power producing
device that converts electrical energy
Into mechanical energy.

(15) "Mulching mower" means a
power rotary mower without a discharge
opening (designed toleave clippings on
the ground).

(16) "Normal starting means" means
the primary mechanism intended to be
actuated by the operator to start a
mower's engine or motor (e.g., the cord
machnisn of a manual start engine, the
switch of an electric motor, or a power
start machanism).

(17) "Operating control zone" means,
(I) for a walk-behind mower, the

space enclosed by a cylinder with a
radius of 380 mm. (14.9 In.) having a
horizontal axis that Is (1) perpendicular
to the fore-aft centerline of the mower
and (2) tangent to the rearmost part of
the mower handle,, extending 100 mm.
(3.9 in.) beyond the outermost portion of
each side of the handie. See Fig. 1.

_,, , I T
If

FIG, I-OPERATING CONTROL ZONE(Walk Behind)
(ti) for a riding mower, the sPace en- passes through the seat reference point

closed by a vertical cylinder having a
radius of 510 rm. (20 In.) that Is located when U seat, 1? dluatahe k in
so that the rearmost part of the cylinder most forward position. See fIg. 2.
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FIG 2-OPERATING CONTROL ZONE (Riding Mower)

(18) '"Operating position" means the
location and position occupied by a power
lawn mower operator- while mowing a
lawn. For a walk-beff nd mower, the op-
erator is directly behind themower with
his or her hands on the mower handle(s)
and feet-on the ground. For a riding
mower, the operator is In the seat, with
his or her hands on the steering con-

trol(s) and feet either on controls or In
the areas of the mower intended for foot
placement.

(19Y 'Tower awn mower" means a
grass cutting machine with a minimum
cutting width of 304 mm. (11.9 n.) that
employs an engine or a motor as a power
source and is a consumer product as de-
fined In section 3(a) (1) of the Consumer

Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2052(a)
(1)). See § 1205.1(a) (1).

(20) "Power source" means an engine
or motor.

(21) "Riding mower" means a self-
propelled mower on which an operator
rides while mowing. The cutting mecha-
mism may be either an Integral part of
the mower or .an attachment. Garden
tractors and lawn and garden tractors
with a mowing attachment are consid-
ered riding mowers.

(22) "Rotary mower" means a power
lawn mower In which one or more cut-
ting blades rotate about at least one
vertical axis.

(23) "Seat reference point" means the
point defined by the intersection of (i)
a horizontal plane passing through the
lowest point of the seating surface of a
riding mower and (ii) a vertical line
passing through the rearmost point of
the seat backrest surface, or seating sur-
face if there is no backrest, that is on
the fore-and-aft centerline of the seat.

(24) "Shield" means a part or an as-
sembly which restricts access to a haz-
ardous area. For the purposes of this
Part 1205, the blade housing is consid-
ered a shield.

(25) "Standard test operator" means
a person weighing 95 "t- 5 kg. (209 L 10
lbs.) and with a height of 188 ± 5 cm.
(74.02±1.90 in.).

(26) "Tiller bar steering" means a
steering system in which the operator
uses a single moment arm to create an
uncoupled force that applies steering
torque in the manner that a boat's tiller
applies torque to the rudder post.

(27) - 'Lraction drive" means the
mechanism which transmits power from
a power source of a mower to the drive
wheels to propel the motor across the
ground.

(28) "Walk-behind mower" means a
power lawumower, either pushed or self-
propeled. normally controlled by an op-
erator walking behind the mower.

(b) The definitions given In the Con-
mmer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C.
2052) apply to this Part 1205.

§ 1205.3 -Wal-be4hlinl mower protective
devices.

(a) Shields. (1) General requirements.
Shields on walk-behind mowers (includ-
ing the housing) shall meet the follov-
Ing requirementa
(1) During the foot probe test and ter-

race test of paragraphs (a) (2) (1) and
(a) (2) (D of this section, respectively,
the Shields Ahall prevent the foot probe
of Fig. 3 from entering the path of the
blade or causing any part of the mower
to enter thepath of the blade. -
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15 mm
0.59"

35mm
1.38"

FIG 3-FOOT PROBE
(ii) The siields shall not permanently

separate, crack, or deform in a manner
that prevents the mower from meeting
the requirements of this standard when
each of the front, back, and both sides
of the mower are, in turn, subjected to a
222 newton (50 lb.) force, uniformly dis-
tributed over not less than half the
length of the shield on that side of the
mower. The force shall be applied in the
direction which produces the maximum
deformation of the shield.

(Il) During the obstruction test of
paragraph (a) (2) (i11) of this -section,
shields shall not (A) stop the mower as a
result of contact with the raised ob-
stacle, (B) enter the path of the blade,
or (C) cause more than one wheel at a
time to be lifted from the fixture surface.

(2) Shield tests--general. (1) Foot
probe test. (A) The following test condi-
tions shall be observed:

(1) The test shall be performed on a
level surface.

(2) Pneumatic tires, when present,
shall be inflated to the cold pres-
sures recommended by the mower manu-
facturer.

(3) The test shall be performed with
the mower housing at its highest setting
relative to the ground.

(4) The blade shall be adjusted to its
lowest position relative to the blade
housing.

(5) The mower shall be secured so that
the mower may not move horizontally
but Is free to move vertically.

(6) If a. grass catcher is provided or
sold by the mower manufacturer for use
with the mower, the test shall be per-
formed both with and without the grass
catcher in place. A grass catcher is not
considered a shield except for the pur-
poses of this foot probe test.

(B) Procedure. The foot probe of Fig. 3
shall be inserted under all points of the
bottom edge of the blade housing and
shields with thie "sole" of the probe In
contact with the supporting surface un-
til the applied horizontal force reaches
18 newtons (4.1 lbs.) or the blade hous-
ng lifts, whichever occurs first. As the

foot probe is withdrawn after eaqh In-
sertion, the "toe" shall be pivoted up-
ward around the "heel" as much as pos-
sible without lifting the mower.

(1i ) Terrace test. (A) Conditions (2),
(3), and (4) of the foot probe test of
paragraph (a) (2) (1) (A) of this section
shall also apply to this test.

(B) The test shall be performed on the
fixture shown in Fig. 4, which has a hori-
zontal surface connected to a surface
inclined 30* from the horizontal by a
curved surface having a radius of cur-
vature of 500 mm. (19.68 in.).
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it

500mm (19')Rad

FIG 4-TERRACE TEST
(C) The mower shall be moved over ' the footprobe reaches 18 newtons (4.1

the working length of the test fixture Ibs.) or the blade housing lifts, which-
(see FIg. 4), attempting to keep at least ever occurs first. As the foot probe Is
three of the mower's wheels, nclud1tg withdrawn after each insertion, the to"
both rear wheels, in contact with the ahall be pivoted upward around the
fixture surface. The -working length shall "sole" as much as possible without lilt-
beg~iuat the point where the front wheels ng the mower. In a mower with a swing-
first contact the curved surface and end over handle, both the front and rear of
when the rear wheels have left the the mower shall be probed.
curved surface. (III) Obstruction test. (A) Conditions

(D) At each position on'the fixture, (2) and (3) of the foot probe test of
the mower shields -shall not allow the pararaph (a) (2) ((1) (A) of this section

-foot probe of Fig. 3 to enter the path of shall also apply to this test.
theblade or cause any part of the mower (B) The test shall be performed on the
to enter thepath of the blade when the fixture of Fig. 5, which consists Ct a level
probe is Inserted and withdrawn In-the surface having (1) a 25 m. (.99 In.)
following manner at'all points on the deep depression with a 150 rnm (5.90
bottom edge of the rea, of the blade in.) radius of curvature and (2) a raised
housing and shields that are located be- obstacle, 15 nm. (0.60 in.) square, each
tween the rear wheels or, the spread of extendlng the full width of the fixture.
the handles, whichever l .'ider During The depression shall be lined with a ma-
each Insertion, a portion of the "sble" terial having a surface equivalent to a
of the probe shall be in contact with the 16- to 36-grit abrasive. The depression
test fixture surface and the probe shall and the obstacle ihall be located a suf-
be inserted as far as possible until the flclent distance apart so that the mower
applied force parallel to the "sole" of contacts only one at a time.

CYUNDRICAL TROUGH OF
-5\ mm (5.9')Rod

COVER TROUGH *w/FRICTION
-ATERIAL EQUIVALENT TO
AIG-A36 GRIT ABRASIVE

-15mm (0.5 'Sq)

FIG 5-OBSTRUCTION TEST FIXTURE

(C) The test ftture may be relieved
to pmrent Interference with, any blade
retaining device-

(D) The mower shall be pushed for-
ward and pulled rearward perpendlcu-
laxly acro the -depression and the
raised obstacle on the fixture. The mow-
er shall be pulled and pushed without
lifting with a horizontal force sufficient
to transit the obstruction Axture at a
speed not to exceed 0.7 meters/sec. (2.2
feet/sec.).

C ) As required by f 1205.3(a) (1) (i,
mower shields must not cause more than
one wheel at a time to be lifted from the
fixture surface and no shield shall stop
the mower as a result of contact with the
raised obstacle.

(3) Movable shields. In addition to the
general shield requirements of para-
graph (a) (1) of this section. movable
shields must meet the following require-
ments:

() Shilds which are movable for the
purpose of attaching auxiliary equip-
ment shall return automatically to a
position that meets the requirements of
SMbpart A of this Part 1205 when the
attached equipment is removed.

(i) Shields sbafl not be removable
without the use of tools. For the pur-
poses of this requirement, a coin shall
not be considered a tool.

(b) Handles. Power mower handles
must meet the following requirements.

(1) Removal. In order to prevent the
unintentional separation of the handle
from the mower, the removal of a han-
dle from a power lawn mower shall re-
quire the removal or unlatching of at
least one other part.

(2) Upstop. A restraining means shall
be provided to prevent the rearmost part
of the handle from moving closer than
430 mm. (16.93 In.) to the vertical line
through the nearest point on the blade
tip circle. A means to deliberately and
temporarily disengage the handle re-
straining means is permitted.

(3) Folding or pivoting handles. A
mower that has an electric cord Integral
to the mower for connection to an ex-
ternal power source (ag., to supply an
integral battery charger) and that has
a folding or pivoting handle shall be con-
structed so that the Integral electric
cord cannot be entrapped by the folding
or pivoting action of the handle.

(4) Handle strength tests. During the
tests set forth below, the rearmost part
of the handle shall not move closer than
430 mm. (16.93 in.) to the vertical line
through the nearest point on the blade
tip circle and no visible cracks or perma-
nent deformation shall occur in the
handle assembly, mounting area, or
restraining means.

(I) Handle structure test. While the
mower is on a horizontal surface, the
handle shall be tested in all intended use
positions by (A) applying a torque to
the handle about its center axis in a
clockwise direction until the left wheels
are lifted from the supporting surface
and (B) by then applying a torque to the
handle about its center axis In a counter-
clockwise direction until the right wheels
lift. Repeat 50 times and inspect.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THUSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

23065



2.G6

(i) Handle upstop test. A 270 newton
(60 lb.) force shall be applied to the
handle at the place and in the direction
that will produce the maximum stress
against the handle restraint (upstop).
This test shall be conducted after the
handle structure test of paragraph (b)
(4)'(D of this section.
§ 1205.4 'Thrown objects test for rotary

mowers."

(a) Requirement. Rotary power lawn
mowers shall have a means to control
and limit the ejection of objects struck
by the rotating blade so that the criteria
of paragraph (c) of this,,section will be

PROPOSED RULES

met when the mower is subjected to the
thrown objects test of paragraph (b) of
this section.

(b) Thrown objects test. (1) General
description. A test surface covered with
artificial turf Is surrounded by a target
in the shape of an actagonal wall. While
the mower is operating, 100 nails are in-
'jected upward into the blade from each
of 3 injection points. The number and
location of the nails that are propelled
into the target determine whether the
mower is adequately safe.

(2) Test fixture. The thrown objects
test shall utilize the test fixture of Fig. 6.

-TOP PLANE OF
"ARTIFICIAL-TURF

FIG 6-THROWN OBJECTS TESTER
(I) Target. (A) A target is provided to

register the hits of any projectiles that
are ejected from the mower housing dur-
ing the test. The target consists of 8
panels, each 122 cm. (4.00 ft.) high and
100.9 cm. (39.76 in.) wide, arranged per-
pendicular to the base of the test fixture
so as to. form a regular octagon having
an inscribed circular diameter of 2.44 m.
(8.00 ft.). The panels shall consist of
350-lb. test corrugated boardi double wall
construction.

(B) The target shall be divided into-4
quadrants located to the front, rear, and
both sides of the mower as shown in Fig.
6, The target shall be further divided into
3 elevation zones by two horizontal lines
located at 32.7 cm. (12.86 in.) and 70.4
cm. (27.71 in.) above the top plane of
the artificial turf on the test surfae.
These lines approximate the Intersection
of the closest portions of the target with
angles of 15 degrees and 30 degrees ex-
tended from the center of the test surface
and are referred to In this manner in
the pass/fall criteria set forth in para-
graph (c) of this section.

(C) Riding mowers shall be provided
with an additional target (the "operator
target") consisting of a circle of 350-lb.
test corrugated board, double wall con-
struction, 1 m. (39.37 in.) in diameter.
This target shall be mounted horizon-
tally 38.1 cm. (15 in.) above and cen-
tered hver the point that is 15.25 cm.
(6.0 in.) ahead of the heat reference
point when the seat is in its most rear-
ward position. The target may be relieved
as necessary to clear the seat back, con-
trols, or other parts of the mower.

(ii) Test surface. The surface over
which the test is conducted shall be an
artificial turf carpet (new Monsanto S-
21 or equivalent) glued to a base of 3/
inch plywood. The surface of each quad-
rant of the test fixture shall be carpeted
separately, with the nap of the artificial
turf aligned away form the center of
the test surface.

(liI) Injection points. (A) Location.
Each blade of the mower is tested sepa-
rately by being'placed with Its axis over
the center of the test fxtureand by hav-
ing the projectiles injected one at a time

into the rotatiAk blade from 3 injection
points, each located 2.54 cm. (1.00 in.) In-
side the blade tip circle and flush with
the test surface. The injection points are
located in the following angular posi-
tions.

(1) Mowers with discharge openings.
When mowers with discharge openings
are tested, the injection points shall be
located as follows.

(i) Point 1: At the 12 o'clock position
(center forward).

(ii) Point 2: At the position obtained
by a line passing through the blade axl
which is 45 degrees in the direction oppo-
site the direction of rotation of the blade
from a line between the blade axis and
the center point of the discharge open-
ing. However, it this position is within 15
degrees of point 1, then point 2 shall be
45 degrees from point 1 in the direction
opposite to the direction of rotation of
the blade.

(iii) Point 3: 180 degrees from Point 2.
(2) Mulching mowers. When testing

mulching mowers, the injection points
shall be located as follows:

i) Point 1: The 12 o'clock position.
(ii) Point 2.: 120 degrees from point 1.
(iii) Point 3: 240 degrees from point,l,
(iv) Injection means. (A) The inJec-

tion means shall consist of a suitable
piece of tubing having an inside diam-
eter of VAk inch arrangedperpendicUlar
to the plane of the blade and having suf-
ficient straight length to insure that the
nails are injected vertically.

(B) The injection means shall inject
the projectiles with a force that would,
without a mower present, cause the pro-
jectiles to rise between 164 mm. (6.02 in.)
and 305 mm. (12.01 -in.) abovo the base
of the artificial turf.

(v) Projectiles. The projectiles shall
be sixpenny steel common nails as de-
scribed in Federal Specification FF-N-
105B(3) Oct. 4, 1974, (Part. 3.6.11,2,
Type II, style 10-Common nails, bright,
size 6d).

(3) Test Conditions. (i) The mower
shall be placed on the test surface with
its fore-and-aft axis aligned parallel to
the arrow in ig. 6.

(ii) The mower shall be operated at
maximum operating speed with the
blade engaged.

(ili) The mower shall be adjusted to
its maximum cutting height.

(iv) The mower's shields shall be in
place. If the mower is designed to be used
with a grass catcher the mower shall be
tested both with and without the grass
catcher in place.

(4) Test procedure. (1) Each blade of
the mower shall be tested separately.

(ii) The axis of the mower blade
under test shall be over the center of the
test surface.

(il) One hundred projectiles shall be
injected at each injection point for a
total of 300 projectiles. Projectiles shall
be injected one at a time with the head
first.

(iv) Any indentation or perforation of
the corrugated board target caused by a
projectile shall be recorded as a hit in
the appropriate target window.
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-(c) -Pass1fail criteria. A mower passes
-the thrown objects test If all of the fol-
lowing occur:

(1) Not more than 149 of the injected
objects hit anywhere on the target.

(2) Not more than 49 of the injected
objects hit the target above the 15 degree
line and not- more than 14 of those hits
are above the 30 degree line.

(3) Not morethan -104 hits are in the
right quadrant.

(4) Not more than 74 hits are in each
of the frontleft, and rear quadrants, ex-
cept that for walk-beind mowers, no
hits are allowed in the rear quadrant
above the 30 degree line and not more
than ibit is allowed in the rear quadrant
below the 30 degree line.

(5) For riding mowers, not more than 1
hit is in the operator target.
§ 1205.5 Walk-behind mower controls.

(a) Blade control systems-(1) Re-
quirements for blade control. A walk-
behind power mower shall have a blade
control system that will perform the fol-
lowing functions: ,

(1) Prevent operation of the blade
unless the'control is actuated by the
operator..

(il) Pequire continuous -contact with
the operator in order for the blade to con-
tinue to be diven.

(Ii) Upon release of the control by the
operator, cause the blade to stop within
a -time that meets the requirements of
paragraph (b) of this section. For a
mower with manual stating controls,
this control shall stop the blade without
stoppin thi powe'r source, unless the
mower meets the "easy restart" criteria
of paragraph (d) of this section..

(2) A'separate blade control system is
not required for a self-propelled walk-
behind power mower that has a traction
drive controlthat also satisfies the re-
quitrenentsof paragraph (a) (1) of this
section with respect to blade operation.

(3) All walk-behind power -mowers
shall have, in addition to any blade con-
trol required by paragraph (a) (1) of this

-- section, another control which must be
,manually actuted before a stopped blade
can be restarted.

(b) Blade stopping times-(1) Require-
ments. After release of thC blade control
required by paragraph (a)(1) of this-
section, the blade of a walk-behind power
mower shall come to a complete stop
within whichever of the following times
is applicable:"(I) For mowers manufactured after
the overall effective date of the standard
but before two years after the overall
effective date of the standard, the blade
shall stop -Within 5.0 seconds of the re-
lease of the blade control.

(ii) For mowers manufactured on or
after two years after the overall effective
date of the standard, the blade shall stop
within 3.0 sec6nds of the release of the
blade control.

(2) Test. (i) General. Any test method
that will.measure'the time between the
release of the blade controLand the com-
ing to rest of the blade to thd nearest
0,1 second may be utilized. The times
maybb determined by visual observation,

such as by manual operation of a stop-
watch. In this case, blade movement
may be observed by placing the mower
over a reflective surface or by placing
the mower over a transparent surface so
that It may be observed from below.

(il) Conditions. (A) The mower shall
be operated at maximum operating speed
for at least 6 minutes immelately prior
-to the test.

(B) The blade must be at nximum
operating speed when the blade control
Is released.

(c) Starting controls location. Walk-
behind mowers with blades that com-
mence operation when the power source
starts shall have their starting controls
located within the operating control zone.

(d) Easy restart. (1) Requirement.
Walk-behind mowers with manual start-
Ing controls and a power soilce that
stops when the blade control of para-
graph (a) (1) of this section is released
must be capable of being started by no
more than three applications of the
starting pfocedure outlined In paragraph
(d) (2) (11) of this section.

STARTER PULL CORD

- -- PULLEY

I h 61cm(24)

FIG 7-RESTART TEST SETUP
(2) Test. (i) Equipment. The test ap-

paratus shown in Fig. 7 shall be utzed.
The apparatus shall be connected to the
starting control so that the control will
be pulled in the direction specified In
'the manufacturer's Instructions when
the Weight W Is released, or in the hori-
zonitat direction If no other direction Is
specified. The weight W shall not exceed
23 kg. (50 lb.). The distance Is through
which the weight W may fall shall not

exceed 610 mm. (24.0 i-). All slack shall
be removed from the cable that is at-
tached to the starting controL The
mower shall be secured so that the
mower will not move when the starting
force is applied.
* (H) Procedure. The mower shall be

warmed up by being run at maximum
operating speed for at least 6 minutes.
It shall then be turned off and prepared
for restart according to the manufac-
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turer's instructions. The weight W is
then released so that it may fall through
the distance h. The restart attempts
shall be timed so that three attempts can
be made between 30 seconds after shut-
off and 4 minutes after shutoff, If the
mower restarts on the first or second
attempt, the subsequent attempt(s) need
not be made.

(e) Shut-off control. All mowers shall
be provided with a shut-off control, the
actuation of Which will stop the opera-
tion of the power source. This control
shall require a manual operation before
the power source can be restarted.

§ 1205.6 Fuel ignition hazards.

(a) Spark suppression. Power lawn
mowers that ignite a fuel by an electric
spark are subject to the following re-
quirements..

(1) High tension cables-(l) Require-
ments. (A) High tension (e.g., spark
plug) cables, including-the portion of the
connector to the spark plug that is not
covered by a boot shall be fully insulated.

(B) The connector shall be recessed in
a non-conductive boot to a depth such
that a spark will not jump from the con-
nector to grounded metal during the test
of paragraph (a) (1) (11) -of this section.
(i) Spark plug connector test. Each

spark plug cable shall be disconnected
from its spark plug. The engine controls
shall then be adjusted to the starting
position and the engine cranked in the
normal starting manner while holding
each spark plug connector boot, in turn,
first with the open end, then with the
side, lightly against a grounded metal
part of the mower.

(2) Grounding switches. No grounding
switch shall be permitted In the high
tension (secondary) part of the Ignition
system.

(b) Control of overflowing fuel. Power
lawn mowers that use liquid fuels are
subject to the following requirements.

(1) Requirements. When the mower is
subjected to the spilled fuel control test
of paragraph (b) (2) of this section,

(I) no Stoddard Solvent shall come in
contact with the exhaust system, high
tension cables, or non-insulated electri-
cal components, and

(ii) no more than 1.0 ml. (0.033 fl. oz.)
of Stoddard Solvent shall collect in any
single pool in any of the following loca-
tions:

(A) On the engine.
(B) Where it can be directly impinged

on by the exhaust.
(C) Within 250 mm. (9.9 in.) of any

part of the ignition system.
(2) Spilled fuel control test. (I) Clean

and dry the exterior of the mower.
(ii) Place the mower on a level surface

and completely fill the fuel tank and
filler opening with Type I solvent as de-
fined in ANSI/ASTM D 484-71 (R 1976),
"Standard Specification for Hydrocarbon
Dry Cleaning Solvents," Table 1 (Stod-
dard Solvent) of known specific gravity.

(Ill) Weigh and record the dry weight
of at least three circles of filter paper
that are at least 11 cm. (4.33 in.).in di-
ameter.

(Iv) Overfill the fuel tank with 100
ml. --- 10 ml. (3.38 fi. oz. ±__0.33 fl. oz.)
Stoddard Solvent within six seconds.
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(v) Fold the previously weighed filter
paper and insert enough of the paper
into each accumulation of Stoddard Sol-
vent that has collected on the mower to
completely absorb the accumulation. The
paper(s) used for each accumulation
shall be kept separate from the paper(s)
used for any other accumulations.

(vi) Weigh the filter paper and the ab-
sorbed solvent from each accumulation
within 2 minutes. Deduct the weight of
the dry filter paper in order to determine
the weight of each accumulation of
spilled solvent. From the specific grav-
ity, calculate the volume of the spilled
solvent in milliliters.

(c) Fuel leaks. There shall be no leak-
age from the fuel system of a mower dur-
ing any reasonably foreseeable condition
of use. For the purposes of this section
only, tipping of the mower at angles
greater than 30 degrees shall not be con-
sidered reasonably foreseeable.

(d) Exhaust. The engine's exhaust
shall not beqso directed or located as to
directly heat any part of the fuel system
during normal operation.
§ 1205.7 Electrically-powered mowers.

(a) Insulation of control surfaces and
handles. (1) Those parts of a electrically-
powered lawn mower which are normally
contacted by the operator during start-
ing, mowing, and stopping shall be of,
or covered with, an electrical insulating
material The insulating material shall
have sufficient insulating qualities that
the ohmmeter reading at all times during
the insulation resistance test of para-
graph (a) (2) of this section shall exceed
250,000 ohms. \

(2) Insulation Resistance Test. (I) The
handle shall be conditioned in a circulat-
ing-air oven for 7 hours at a temperature
of 73__3" C. (158__5° F.).

(i) After conditlofing, the handle
shall be permitted to cool and shall then
be reassembled on the mower and sub-
jected to two impacts applied by drop-

ping a steel sphere ,51 mM. (2.0 In.) In
diameter and weighing 0.54 kg, (l.18lb.)
through a vertical distance of 130 dzh,
(51.2 in.). Impact points shall be on in-
sulated areas of the handle where impact
may occur in use.

(iii) A conductive solution consisting
of approximately 1 percent (by weight)
of table salt dissolved in tap water shall
be placed in a container shaped so that
as much as possible of the insulated por-
tion of each control surface and handle
can be submerged in the solution with-
out submersion of any electrically-con-
ductive part of the mower. •

(v) An ohmmeter which will read the
resistance of the salt solution is then
connected between the salt solution and
the electrically-conductive part of the
lawn mower to which the insulation
under test is attached. As much as pos-
sible of the insulated part shall be dipped
into the salt solution, taking care not,
to wet the conductive part of the mower.
The ohmmeter reading shall be moni-
tored until the insulation has soaked In
the salt solution for at least 5 minutes
and the reading has stabilized.

(b) Movable handles. Electricall.i-,
powered lawn mowers that have folding
or pivoting handles shall be constructed
so that any wire or cable that connects
electrical components of the mower can-
not be entrapped by the folding or pivot-
Ing action of the handle.

(e) Plug blade shielding. (1) Require-
ment. Except for the grounding blade
of a three blade plug, the plug blades
of an electrically-powered lawn mower
shall be shielded so that, when subjected
to the plug shielding test of paragraph
(c) (2) of this section, the test probe will
be prevented by the shielding from con-
tacting the blades until the plug has
been withdrawn from the extension cord
gage of FMg. 8 a distance that Is sufficient
to separate both blades from the gage
contacts.

EXTENSION CORD RECEPTACLE (C)
(UL Std 498)

- 1/4' Dic X I'DP(ONO TERMINAL CLEARANCE)
I/4Rad-

-3/32' RECESS

.350*x33 X 3/4V0 (ryp)

(0.06C")

FIG 8-PLUG BLADE SHIELDING GAGE
(Excluding Mower's Integral Plug Connector)
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.(2) Plug shielding test. (D The fol-
lowing equipment is required for this
test:.

(A) An electrically-conductive (me-
tallic) test probe that has a rectangular
cross section of 1.5 mam. (0.059 In.) by
35 mm. (1.38 in.) and is at least 35 rm.
(1.38 in) long.

(B) A continuity tester (e.g., ohm-
meter).-

(C) An extension cord gage as shown
in Fig. 8. The wire from the contacts Is
connected to one lead or terminal of the
continuity tester and the test probe is
connected to the other lead or terminal.

.(i) The blades of the mower's supply
cord or integral connector shall be In-
serted into the gage to the fullest extent
possible. The plug shall then be with-
drawn from the gage the minimum dis-
tance required for the test probe to con-
tact a plug blade when the probe Is in-
serted between the gage .and the plug
body with an insertion force of not more
than 18 newtons (4.1 Ibs.). This proce-
dure is repeated so that the probe con-
tacts the other plug blade. If the plug
blades are withdrawn sufficiently from
the gage contacts when they are con-
tacted by the probe, the continuity tester
will not indicate continuity between the
gage contacts and either plug blade.

(d) Disconnect switch. (1) An electri-
cally-powered lawn mower shall have a
switch that disconnects both sides of the
power supply to the motor when in the
"off" position

(2) -Test. One lead of a continuity
tester shall be connected to a terminal
on the mower side of the switch or to a
terminal on the mower motor. The other
lead shall be connected to one blade of
the power cord. With the switch in the
"on" position the meter shall indicate
continuity, and with the switch in the
"off" position, the meter shall Indicate
an open circuit. The test shall be re-
peated with the lead connected to the
other plug blade. -

§ 1205.8 Riding mower stability and
shield requirements.

(a) Static stability. (1) Requirement.
The upper wheels of a stationary riding
mower shall not lift under the following
conditions during the static stability test
of paragraph (a) (2) of this section:

(i) On a slope inclined 30 degrees from
the horizontal, the'upper wheels shall
not lift when the mower is facing uphill
or when it is facing downhill.

(ii) On a slope inclined 20 degrees from
the horijzontal, the upper wheels shall not
lift when the mower is facing left across
the stope or when it is facing right across
the slope.

(2) Static Stability Test. (i) Condi-
tions. The following conditions shall
apply-to this test.

(A) The mower shall be able to pass
the static stability test in every com-
bination of track-width settings, tire
szes, blade heights, or seat heights pro-
vided for the mower by the manufac-
turer.

- (B) Pneumatic tires shall be inflated
to the cold pressures recommended by
the mower manufacturer.

(C) Steerable wheels shall be held In
the straight ahead position. The wheels
shall be locked to prevent rotation about
the axle.

(D) An equivalent test weight shall be
secured on the seat. f the seat is ad-
justable, it shall be positioned in the
most forward position when checking
stability facing downhill and in the most
rearward position when checking stabil-
ity facing uphill.

(E) If a grass catcher Is provided or
sold by the mower manufacturer for use
with the mower, the test shall be con-
ducted both with and without the grass
catcher mounted on the mower. When
the mower is tested with the grass
catcher in place, the grass catcher shall
be uniformly filled with a material hav-
iug a density of 105±5 kg. per cubic
meter (6.55±0.30 lb. per cubic foot). The
total fill weight shall equal the capacity
of the catcher multipled by the fill mate-
rial density.

(F) If the mower manufacturer states
that ballast should be used with a grass
catcher that is provided or sold by the
manufacturer for the mower, the static
stability test with the grass catcher In
place shall be performed with this ballast
attached to the mower according to the
manufacturer's instructions, both with
the grass catcher and empty. No addi-
tional ballast shall be used.

(i) Procedure. The surface on which
the static stability test is conducted shall
have a static coefficient of friction with
respect to the mower tires sulficlent to
prevent sliding of the mower at the test
angles specified in paragraph (a) (1) of
this section. The test angles may be pro-
duced by placing the mower on a surface
that Is inclined at the appropriate angle
or that has a variable slope (e.g., a tilt
table). Lifting of a wheel shall be deemed
to have occurred when a strip of 20 gauge
steel 50 rm. (2.0 in.) wide can be pulled
from under the tire with a force of 9
newtons (2.0 lbs.) or less. This force shall
be applied normal to the plane of the
wheel.

(b) Ballast. If the mower manufac-
turer states that ballast should be used
with a grass catcher that is provided or
sold by the manufacturer for the mower,
the manufacturer shall provide suitable
ballast and instructions for Its safe use
with the grass catcher attachment.

(c) Shields. If located within 125 cm.
(49.2 in.) of the seat reference point of a
riding mower, any portion of the blade
path and any moving mower part driven
by the power source shall be shielded so
that the foot probe of Fig. 3 may not
enter the blade path or contact the part.
§ 1205.9 Riding mower scering require.

nents.

(a) Steering control (1 Except as
provided in paragraph (a)(2) of this
section, the steering control shall move
in a clockwise direction, or to the right,
to turn a forward-traveling mower to
the right, and in a counterclockwise di-
rection, or to the left, to turn a forward-
traveling mower to the left.

(2) If a mower Is steered by dual
hand-lever controls, the left control
shall move forward relative to the right

control, or the right control shall move
rearward relative to the left control, to
turn a forward-traveling vehicle to the
right, and the left control shall move in
a rearward direction relative to the right
control, or the right control shall move
forward relative to the left control, to
turn a forward-traveling vehicle to the
left.

(3) Tiller bar steering is not per-
mitted.

(b) Structural integrity. (1) Require-
ment. When subjected to the following
steering structural integrity test, no
component of the steering mechanism
shall separate or crack nor shall it de-
form so as to change the manner in
which the steering mechanism operated
prior to the test.

(2) Steering structural integrity test.
(I) The mower shall be on a substan-

tialy level surface.
(1) The mower's seat shall be occu-

pled by a standard test operator or an
equivalent test weight.

(Ill) The test shall be performed with
the steerable wheels restrained by
blocks, clamps, or other suitable means,
In each of three Positions:

(A) In the full "rlghtturn position
and restrained to prevent movement in
the left-turn direction.

(B) In the full left-turn position and
restrained to prevent movement in the
right-turn direction.

(C) In the straight ahead position and
restrained to prevent movement to the
right and to the left.

(iv) A force of 222 newtons (50 lb.)
shall be applied to the steering mecha-
nism in both steering directions in each
of the three test positions In the fol-
lowing manner:

(A) If a steering wheel is provided,
the force shall be applied tangent to the
rim. If the wheel is a shape other than
round, the force shall be applied at the
point that produces the maximum
torque around the steering wheel axis.

(B) If the steering control is other
than a wheel, the force shall be applied
at the point on the control and in the
direction that will produce the maximum
force on the steerable wheels.
§ 1205.10 Riding mowerlbrake-.

(a) Stopping distance. (1) Require-
merts. A riding mower shall be equipped
with a service braking system capable
of performing the following functions:

(I) Under the test conditions of para-
graph (a) (2) of this section, the service
braking system shall be capable of stop-
ping the mower from the maximum at-
tainable speed In both the forward and
backward directions of mower travel
within the greater of the following dis-
tances:

(A) 500 mm. (20.0 in.) or
(B) The distance obtained from the

formula S = 0.0147 V 1
where S is the stopping distance in me-
ters and V Is the maximum attainable
speed in the direction of travel being
tested In kilometers per hour. (or, S =
0.125 V2, where S is the stopping dis-
tance in feet and V Is the speed in miles
perhour.)
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(ii) The service braking system shall
function independently of the position
of transmission or clutch controls or en-
gine operation. This requirement does not
prohibit the braking control from simul-
taneously disengaging the clutch or
shifting the transmission.

(iii) The service brake of a riding
mower shall be capable 'of holding the
mower -stationary in both the forward
and rearward directions for as long as
a force of 222 newtons (49.9 lb.) is ap-
plied to the brake control when the
mower is supported by a surface that is
inclined at an angle of 17 degrees.

(2) Stopping distance test. (i) Condi-
tions. The following conditions shall ap-
ply to this test:

(A) The test shall be conducted on a
level surface -1 percent slope) that
has a sliding coefficient of friction rela-
tive to the mower's tires of 0.8 or less.

(B) A standard test operator shall be
seated on the mower, or an equivalent
test weight shall be placed on the seat
of the vehicle during the test.

(C) Pneumatic tires shall be inflated-
to the cold pressures recommended by
the mower manufacturer.

(D) If a grass catcher is provided or
sold by the mower manufacturer for use
with the mower, the test shall be con-
ducted solely with the filled grass catcher
attachment mounted on the mower. The
grass catcher shall be filled with a ma-
terial having a density of 105 -! 5 kg.
per cubic meter (6.55 + 0.30 lb. per cubic
foot). The total fill weight shall equal
the capacity of the catcher multiplied by
the specified material density.

(E) If the manufacturer states that
ballast is required when the grass catcher
is used, ballast shall be attached to the
mower according to the manufacturer's
instructions. No other ballast shall be
added.

(F) If separate pedals are provided
for different braked wheels, the pedals
shall be locked together for this test.

(G) The maximum force to be applied
to a foot-operated service brake pedal
during this test shall be 222 newtons
(49.9 lb.).

(H) The braking shall be conducted
with the motor operating. No shifting
of the transmission is permitted during
braking unless the shifting occurs auto-
matically as a result of the braking proc-
ess. When testing a riding mower with
separate brake and traction-drive clutch
or neutral return controls, the clutch
shall be disengaged or the neutral re-
ttirn control actuated simultaneously
with brake engagement.

(ii) Procedure. In both the forward
and backward directions, the brakes shall
be applied while the mower is being op-
erated at the maximum attainable speed.
For each direction, the velocity at brake
application and the distance. travelled
between the initial brake application and
stopping of the mower shall e measured.

(b) Structural integrity. Braking con-
trols sha-be able to withstand whichever
of the following forces is applicable with-
out separation or permanent deformation
of any component.

(1) Foot brakes. A foot-operated brak-
ing control shall be able to withstand a

sustained force of 1670 newtons (375.5
lbs.) applied at the center of the foot
pedal in the direction intended to
operate the brakes.

(2) Hand brakes. A hand-operated
braking control shall be able to with-
stand a sustained force of 710 newtons
(159.7 lbs.). The force shall be applied
at the center of the hand contact area
in the direction intended to operate the
brakes.

(3) If separate brake controls are pro-
vided for different wheels, each control
shall be tested separately.

(c) Parking brakes. (1) Requirement.
A riding mower shall have a parking
brake which, without continued operator
effort, can prevent any wheel from roll-
ing more than 250 mm. (9.8 in.) in 15
minutes when subjected to the test of
paragraph (c) (2) of this section.

(2) Parking brake test. () Conditions.
(A) The conditions set forth in § 1205.8
(a) (2) (i) (A, B, E, and F) for the riding
mower static stability test shall apply to
this test.

(B) Steerable wheels shall be held in
the straight ahead position.

(C) The test will be conducted both
with the power source running and with
the power source shut off. An equivalent
test weight shall be placed in the seat.
However, when the mower is tested with
the power source shut off, if a mount-
ing step Is provided, the equivalent test
weight shall instead be placed on the
mounting step.

(D) The test shall be conducted on a
surface inclined 17 degrees from the

394mm (15.51
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51mm (21
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71.1mm 128"
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horizontal that has a sufficient static co-
efficient of friction with respect to the
tires so that the mower will not slide
while supported on Its wheels.

(E) If separate parking brake con-
trols are provided for different wheels,
the test shall be performed with the con-
trols locked together.
(ii) Procedure. (A) If the parking

brake control is hand operated, It shall
be set with a force of not more than 200
newtons (44.9 lb.).

(B) If the parking brake control is
foot operated, it shall be set with a force
of not more than 432 newtons (97 lb.).

(C) With the power source running,
the mower will be placed on the surface
inclined 17 degrees from the horizontal,
so that it faces directly uphill for 15
minutes and faces directly downhill for
15 minutes. The test shall also be per-
formed with the power source shut off.- (d) Foot brake pedals. (1) Location.
The brake pedal shall be located so that
the center of the pedal can be contacted
by the leg probe of Fig. 9 under the
following conditions:

(i) The brake pedal shall be held in
the position to which it would be de-
pressed by a force of 222 newtons (50.0
lbs.).

(11) The seat, if adjustable, shall be
in the most forward position.

(Cii) Part A of the leg probe of Fig. 9
shall be -placed on the seat with the
rounded edge of part A down and to-
wards the rear and with the rearmost
face of part A against the seatback,
where provided, or even with the rear of
the seat, if a seatback Is not provided.

FIG 9-LEG PROBE
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(2) Brake pedals shall 'have a slip
resistant contact surface.

(3) A barrier shall be provided adja-
cent to the contact surface of a brake
pedal to prevent the foot from sliding
off a right- side control surface towards
the right and from sliding off a left-side
control surface toward the left.
§ 1205.11 -Riding miower controls.

(a) Blade control systems. (1) Blade
control. A riding mower shall have a
blade control system that will perform
the following functions:

(Q) Prevent operation of the blade
unless the control is actuated by the
operator.

(ii) Require- continuous contact with
the operator in order for the blade to
continue to be driven.

(il) Upon release of the control by
the operator, cause the blade to stop
within a time that meets the require-
ments of paragraph (b) of this section,

(2) All riding mowers shall have, in
addition to any blade control required
by paragraph (a) (1) .of this sectfonn-
other control which must be manually
actuated before a.stopped blade can be
restarted. A force of at least 110 newtons
(24.8 Ibs.) shall be required in order. to
actuate this second control.

(3) The blade of a riding mower shall
be inoperative while the transmission or
traction drive is positioned for reverse
travel.
. (4) Riding mowers shall'have a con-
trol so that the blade may be inoperative
while the transmission or traction drive
is positioned for forward travel.

(b) Blade stopping times. After release
of the balde control required by para-
graph (a) (1) of this section or after the
transmission or traction ;drive is posi-
tioned for reverse travel, the blade of a
riding-mower shall come to a complete
stop within whichever of the following
times is applicable, measured in accord-
ance with § 1205.5(b) (2):

(1) For mowers manufactured after
the overll effective date of the standard
but before two years after the overall
effective date of the standard, the blade
shall stop within 6.0 seconds.

(2) For mowers manufactured on. or
after two years after the overall effective
date, of the standard, the blade shall
stop within 3.0 seconds.

(c) Engine controls. (1) A riding
mower shall have a means to prevent the
engine from being started by its normal
starting means unless all of the following
conditions are met:

(i) The blade drive is disengaged.
(ii) The traction drive is disengaged

or in neutral
(2) All riding mowers shall be pro-

vided with a shutoff control, the actua-
tion of which will stop the operation
of the power source. This control shall
require a manual operation before the
power source can be restarted.

(d) Traction controls. (1) Riding
mowers shall be provided with a trac-
tion drive control that will stop the
power source or disconnect the traction
drive if the operator leaves the operating
position or otherwise releases the con-

trol without first disengaging the trac-
tion drive.

(2) The transmission or traction drive
control shall have a neutral position
between any control position for forward
travel and any control position for re-
verse travel.

(3) The transmission or traction drive
control shall have a lockout or other
means which will prevent motion of the
control from a forward to a reverse posi-
tion or from a reverse to-a forward posl-
tion when a force of 222 newtons (50
lbs.), is applied to the center of the
operator contact area of the control at

RED
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8.25cm
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FIGURE 10

(b) Rotary mowers shall have one
label located as close as possible to any
discharge opening. Rotary mowers shall
be labeled on both sides of the blade
housing with at least one label visible to
a standard test operator standing in the
operating position.
(c) Walk-behind non-rotary mowers

and riding mowers with front-mounted
non-rotary mowing units shall be labeled
as close to the center of the cutting
width of the blade as possible, with the
label legible from in front of the mow-
ing unit. Riding mowers with rear-
moui4ted non-rotary mowing units shall
be labeled as close to the center of the
cutting width of the blade as possible,
with the label visible from behind the
mowing unit Riding mowers with non-
rotary mowing units mounted under the
vehicle shal be labeled on both sides of
the mowing unit with the label visible
from each side.
§ 1205.13 Prohibited stockpiling.

(a) StockpIling. "Stockpiling" means
manufacturing or Importing a product
which is the subject of a consumer prod-
uct safety rule betweeii the date of is-
suance of the rule and Its effective date
at a rate that Is signMcantly greater
than the rate at which such product was

any angle within 30 degrees of either side
of the direction of motion that will cause
the control to enter the neutral position.

§ 1203.12 Warninglabels.

(a) Power lawn mowers shall be
labeled on the blade housing(s) or, in
the absence of a blade housing, on other
blade shielding or on an adjacent sup-
porting structure or assembly, with the
warning label shown In Fig. 10. The label
shall be at least 82.5 ram. (3.25 In) high
and 100 mm. (4 in.) wide, and the letter-
ing and symbol shall retain the same size
relation to each other and to the label
as shown in Fig. 10.

produced or imported during a base pe-
riod prescribed by the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission.

(b) Prohibited acts. (1) Stockpiling of
power lawn mowers that do not comply
with this Subpart A of Part 1205 at a
rate that exceeds 20 percent of the rate
at which the product was produced or
Imported during the base period de-
scribed in paragraph (c) of this section
is prohibited.

(2) In §§ 1205.5(b) (1) (II) and 1205.11
(b) (2), a more stringent requirement
becomes effective two years after the
effective date of the remainder of Sub-
part A of Part 1205. Stockpiling mowers
that do not comply with these more
stringent requirements between the date
of promulgation of Part 1205 and the
effective date of §§ 1205.5(b) (lY(il) and
1205.11(b) (2) at a rate that exceeds 20
percent of the rate at which the product
was produced or imported during the
base period prxribed in paragraph (c)
of this section is prohibited.

(c) Base period. The base period for
power lawn mowers Is, at the option of
each manufacturer or Importer, any pe-
riod of 365 consecutive days beginning.
on or after September 1, 1971, and end-
Ing on or before August 31, 1976.
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§ 1205.14 Findings.
(a) (The Commission's findings con-

cerning the topics outlined in the OTHER
CONSIDERATIONS section of the preamble
to this proposal will be located here when
the final rule is promulgated.)

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views, or arguments
regarding any aspect of the proposed
standard on or before June 6, 1977. Com-
ments submitted after this date will be
considered to the extent practicable.
Commenters are requested to cite the
specific sections of Part 1205 being com-
mented upon and to identify the specific
portions of other documents to which
they refer.

The Commission is interested in re-
ceiving comment on the technical aspects
of the standard as well as comments on
the need of the public for the consumer
products subject to the standard and the
probable effects of the standard upon the
utility, cost, og availability of the prod-
ucts to meet the need. In this connection,
the Commission's draft economic analy-
sis is available for review in the Office of
the Secretary. Comments should be ac-

PROPOSED RULES

companied, to the extent possible, by
supporting data or documentation. Re-
quests for confidentiality of documenta-
tion will be handled In accordance with
the Freedom of'Information Act as
amended (5 US.C. 552), the Commis-
sion's proposed interim regulations under
that Act (39 FR 30298), and the provi-
sions of section 6(a) (2) of the CPSA (15
U.S.C. 2055(a) (2)).

Written submissions and any accom-
panying data or material should be sub-
mitted, preferably in five copies, ad-
dressed to the Secretary, Consumer
Product Safety Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20207. Comments may be sup-
ported by a memorandum or brief.

Interested persons will be afforded an
opp6rtunity to make an oral presenta-
tion of data, views, or arguments on any
aspect of the proposed standard on June
13, 1977 ,at 10 a.m. in the 3rd floor hear-
ing room, 1111 18th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20207. The Procedural
Regulations for Oral'Presentations Con-
cerning Proposed Consumer Product
Safety Rules (16 CFR Part 1109) shall
govern this P'roceeding.

All persons wishing to make an oral
presentation should notify Richard
Danca of the Office of the Secretary,
202-634-7700, no later than the 'clsco of
business May 31, 1977, for scheduling
purposes. A summary or outline of each
oral presentation should be filed with the
Office of the Secretary at least 48 hours
before the oral presentation.

Any comments that are received and
all other material which the Commission
has that is relevant to this proceeding
may be seen in, or copies obtained from,
the Office of the Secretary, 3rd floor,
1111.18th Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20207.

Dated: April 28, 1977.
SADzx E. DUiN,

Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

NoTm.-Incorporation by reference pro-
visions approved by the Director of the Fed-
eral Register, May 2, 1077, and copies of the
incorporated material are on file In the Fed-
eral Register Library.

[FR Doc.77-12721 Filed 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE
* [Public Notice 5N31

FISHERY CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1976

Applications for Permits To Fish Off the Coasts of the United States

The Fishery conservation and Management Act of 1976 (Pub. L. 94-265) (the "Act") provides that no fishing shall bo
conducted by foreign fishing vessels in the Fishery Conservation Zone of the United States after February 28, 1971, except In
accordance with a valid and applicable permit issued pursuant to Section 204 of the Act.

The Act also requires that all applications for such.permits be published in the FEDERAL REGisTzn.
Applications for fishing during 1977 have been received from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, and are published

herewith. It is noted that these applications relate to activities involving the processing of fish purchased at sea from vessels
of the United States.

Dated: April 27, 1977. KATHRYN CLARK-BOUANX,
Acting Director, Office of Fisheries Affairs.

THE UNITED-STATES OF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION

APPLICATION FOR VESSEL PERMITS. TO FISH WITHIN THE
FISHERY CONSERVATION ZONE OF THE UNITED STATES, OR

FOR ANADROMOUS SPECIES OR CONTINENTAL SHELF
FISHERY RESOURCES

__ APPLICATION O. Pk.f77-40 3f
for use of issuing Officer

In accordance with the provision of Section 204 of the
Fishery Con'serva.tion and management Act of 1976, (16 U.S.C.
1801-1882), and the governing international fisheries agree-
ment entered into with the Governmient of the United States of
America, .which entered into force on ,.,

d'at e.

th6 government (or competent authority) of

hereby submits thi-s application for permits for fishing ves-
sels under its jurisdiction to fish within the fishery con-
se*r.2vation zone of the United States*, or beyond that zone for
:Inadromous species or Continental Shelf fishery resourc'es
snbject to the jurisdiction of" the United'States.

The following information is submitted in support of
this application (Use -additional sheets as required).

A completed Fishing Vessel Identification Form for each
permit that is requested; anct a compilation of data contained
Ln questions 5 and 20 in the attached Fishing Vessel Identi-
fication Form.

Submitted 22 febrax7 L977
Date Signature of Authorized

Of f icial
Manager

Title
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NOTICES 9-3re5

FiSuiNG VmsmL iDE-Ifi.cAT ION ropUI (v_ mOfliZ)

-.:Applie6 For. _Inpj.Ily I CXO i.ie.f Use *of. IssinG Ofice

State: "USSR

1. Name -of Vessel SUIK r/K .

2. Vessel No.': Hull.No. nf.- 0868 RoistratioU No. 708

3, J e d.ddroess Qf 0wner Name and Address of Chatere" aza-. %a avogo I
meRefrizheratorn6go Flota ....._ _

Address 243Ialinina st. __

Vladivostok, USSR --

Cable Address Vladivostok ......

Baza Tralovogo i Refrizheratoinogo
2jlota _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

* 4. : Homeport and State of Registy,: Vladivostok, USSR.

5. Type of Vessel Fish lProsessing Base

6. Tonb3age (Gross) 1801-1.0 (Net) 11076.0

' Levth jj AM. 8. Breadth24.0 it. 9. Draft 7.3f2.

10.- Horsepower 5- 500 sp. II. M.rSxemmn Sp-ed 1 .3. k-.

12. Propulsion: Diesel (1), Steam (-), 1iesel/".Meotrie C..),

Other nil

15. Date. Bjit 1966.

14.. Number and _ationality of Ie-on.el 286 USSR
Offioes 79 rew 236 Other (Sperily) 3 Flap -Ofiems

15; Commumications:. VM-1r- ()2, A/S6B, Voice (2), Telegrapby (4),

Other ni I

International Radio Call Sign U F T. 0

Radio Frequenoies Monit'red 500 kos 156.8 mcs

Other- Working Frequencies 45, 480. 15, 3Q3.5. 4 00. ra kos

ScheduleI .H = 245
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16. N Lation .quipoen Lo.ran C (1), Loran A (I), Omea ),

Decca () Iavsat (-.., Radar (2), Fathometer (2),.
Other I Direction Finder , I Gyrocompass

17. Cargo Capacity (M) 18.. Cargo Space
Nunber Namea

Salted Fish nil Freezer4- Refrigerated Hols
12598.0 m2

Fresh Fish nil- Dry Nold 1826.0 m3 "

'Frozen Fish. 660 . anks 2Fish Oil 345.0 m3

Fish .Meal 913. Other nil

'Other 312 Fish Oil

19. Irocessing Eqipument- (ndicate daily 'acitty'vmT)
Air-BlastFreezer. 4 pcs 100 t

Presserve Tine _ I-Pc 50 MT

Fish Meal and Oil Plant ATLAS I PC 20 T

Fish Dressing Line I pc 50 MT

"FilletLine.. I pC 40 NT
20o Fisheries for v?)ich Permit, is Requested:

Ocean_ Area Period Species Contemplated Gar to n Used

Washington,. July 1 Hake Pro*sessing of Fish delivered by
Oalifbrnia- -USA fish catchers
area

21. Naxe Bnd Address of Agent appointed -to receive arty 1gal

process, issued-in.the United States:

[FI Doc.77-12807 Flied 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE-
COMMISSION

EVALUATION OF SIX LIGHT-DENSITY RAIL
LINES IN PENNSYLVANIA

The Rail Services Planning Office of
the Interstate Commerce Commission is
publishing herewith the results of evalu-
ations of six light-density rail lines in
Pennsylvania. These evaluations were-
performed at the request of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania, which was
made pursuant to section 205 (e) (2) of
the Regional Rail Reorganization Act of
1973, as amended, 45 U.S.C. 701.

ROBERT L. OSIVALD,
Secretary.

PREFACE

On May 4, 1976, the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania exercised its right under
section 205(e) (2) of the Regional Rail
Reorganization Act of 1973, as amended,
to request that the Rail Services Plan-
ning Office of the Interstate Commerce
Commission evhluate the economic vi-
ability of six light-density lines within
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
These lines were excluded from the re-
structured rail system which resulted
from the implementation of the Final
System Plan of the United States Rail-
way Association. Since the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania made its request,
the Office has conducted a comprehensive
study of each of the six lies. The find-
ings which have resulted from that study
are contained in this report.

Many individuals and organizations
went to considerable trouble to develop
relevant facts and estimates necessary
for the completion of this work. We are
grateful to them all and wish that we
could mention every one by name. We do
want to express special appreciation to
E. L. Tennysqn, David Barber, and Elaine
King of the Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation. The various Federal
agencies and departments involved in the
restructuring process also supplied use-
ful information and technical assistance
to the study. Finally, a word of appreci-
ation is in order to thehundreds of Penn-
sylvania rail patrons and business lead-
ers who gave generously of their time and
whose patience and understanding dur-
ing the field investigations by the RSPO
Project Teams helped to make this re-
port possible.

None of the individuals or organiza-
tions which assisted in the course of the
study shares any of the responsibility for
the findings here reported; however, it
should be noted that a large amount of
the material on which our findings are
based was furnished to us by various in-
dividuals and organizations. We expect
that there might be honest differences of
opinion as to the correctness of our ap-
proach, our methodology, our data and
our recommendations. In spite of these
differences, we believe that our report
will be useful to the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and Its rail patrons.

It should also be noted that this is a
staff report of the Rail Services Planning
Office. It has not been officially adopted

NOTICES

by the Interstate Commerce Commission
and does not necessarily relresent the
Commission's viewpoint.

ALAN L FMWATEM,
Director,

Rail Services Planning Office.
INTRODUOTION

The issuance of the Final System Plan
by the United States Railway Associa-
tion in July, 1975, represented the final
step in the planning process to restruc-
ture the bankrujt railroads of-the North-
east-Midwest region into a profitable
new system. Of all the issues raised dur-
ing the restructuring process, none
aroused more widespread public interest
and debate than the issue of light-
density lines. It Is not surprising that
this issue generated such controversy,
since the economic future of many of
the communities and businesses served
by such lines was in jeopardy. Close to
500 light-density lines were classified in
the Final Systepi Plan as not recom-
mended for inclusion in Conrail; I in
other words, unless provision was made
for the operation of these lines pursuant
to a subsidy agreement, rail service over
them was to cease April 1, 1976. Many of
the excluded lines are presently being
operated under subsidy; others are no
longer in operation.

Throughout the planning period lead-
ing up to the adoption of the Final Sys-
tem Plan, there was consistent public
opposition to the exclusion of light-den-
sity lines from the restructured system.
The public response to both the Prelimi-
nary and Final System Plans was highly
critical of the method by which USRA
determined which light-density lines
were to be included in the restructured
system. The primary criticisms were:
that the approach of USRA was too
negative; that its methodology was too
dependent upon hypothetical conditions
and statistical application of incomplete
data; I that it placed too much reliance
on an inaccurate and/or inadequate data
base; that it failed to conduct onsite
examination of local rail service opera-
tions; and that it used profit as a meas-

IThe following abbreviations are used
throughout this report: "Conrail" refers to
the Consolidated Rail Corporation; "Final
System Plan" or "FSP"' refers to the Final
System Plan of USRA; "ICC" or "the Com-
mission" refers to the Interstate Commerce
Commission; "Preliminary System Plan" or
"PSP" refers to the Preliminary System Plan
of USRA; "RRR Act" or "Act" refers to the
Regional Rail Reoraganization Act of 1973, as
amended; "RRRP Act" or "41 Act" refers to
the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory
Reform Act of 1976; "RSPO" or "the Office"
refers to the Rail Service Planning Office of
the Interstate Commerce Commission;
"SMSA' referg to Standard Metropolitan
Statistical Area; and "USRIA" or "the Asso-
clation" refers to the United, States Railway
Association.

2 It should be noted that factual evidence
to support the validity of claims about light-
density lines is not readily Available and is
often fragmented, contradictory and unre-
liable, making it difficult to validate any
model or statistic.

ure of viability almost to the exclusion
of other Congressional goals.

In response to the widespread public
criticism of USRA's methodology, Con-
gress enacted a provision whereby any
State in the Northeast-Midwest region
could request the RSPO to evaluate the
economic viability of any light-density
line in that State excluded from the
restructured system. That provision, sea-

.tion 205(e) (2) of the Regional Rail Re-
organization Act of 1973, as amended,
gives RSPO the following duty:

upon the request of a State in the region.
within 90 days after the date of enactment
of the Railroad Revitalization and Regula-
toky Reform Act of 1970, the Offlceo shall pre-
pare and publish an evaluation of the eco-
nomic viability of any or all light-density
lines within such State which are not desig-
nated for inclusion In the final system plan.
Such an evaluation shall include an analysis
of the actions which may be necessary to
make the operation of rail sovlce over any
such line economical. The results of each
such evaluation shall be transmitted to the
requesting State and published In the Frn-
ERAL RzGisTzn, not later than 1 year after the
date such request is received by the Offlice.

The States of Indiana, Maryland, New
Jersey and Pennsylvania filed requests
pursuant to this provision. This report
summarizes the results of the evalua-
tions which were performed on those
lines included in the request of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania (See Appen-
dix A).

EXCLUDED LIGHT-DENsITY LINE
STUDY PROCEDURE

Study process and data. After consid-
ering the various alternative approaches,
the Office decided to conduct an analysis
based on a survey of the excluded branch
lines and affected communities. The case
study approach; including extensive field
research, was selected because the Office
concluded that such a technique would
provide a better understanding and ap-
preciation of economic viability.' The ap-
proach also makes possible discovery of
various available alternatives through

'Rail Services Planning Offlc, Zvaluaition
of the U.S. Ratilway Association's Preliminary
System Plan (Washington: Interstate Com-
merce Commission, April 28, 1075), pp. 14-1G.

4 90 Stat. 57 (1976).
rThe advantages of performing the analy-

sis of light-density lines through extensive
field research include: (1) the data are of a
higher degree of accuracy; (2) the analyst
has the opportunity to Insure that informa.
tion Is In balance and Internally consistent,
i.e., he Is able to avoid imputing magnitudes
and forcing or stretchint, the data by a va-
riety of techniques normally necessary when
using a "selected" sample. The use of quanti-
tative methods, far from being Incompatible
with the case-study method, is occasionally
essential to It. Nevertheless, It Is true that
many fundamental phases of a case study are
hionquantitatIve-phases such as the analy-
ses of the rail Infrastructure, for example.
In these the data must be assembled and
analyzed, the relationships discovered and
described, and the conclusions presented, In
non-statistical form. No attempt has been
made to cloak this study In quantitative
model mysticism. A straight forward analyti-
cal approach has been used, based on the
best data made available to RSPO.
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on-site inspection of railroad properties
and operations. Extensive and in-depth
personal interviews, vith those parties
most affected by the problems resulting
from exclusion of branch lines, allow for
thorough examination of the concerns
and objections that have been voiced on
the light-density line issue.

The study of the RSPO was divided
into three phases: data collection and
literature 'search.; extensive Meld re-
search and analysis of data; and draft-
mg-of the final report, including devel-
opment of recommendations.

The research was divided into the fol-
lowing five categories:

(1) An extensive literature search was
undertaken, including a review of the
USRA's light-density lna analysis approach;
numerous Interviews were conducted with
civic associations and business and Govern-
ment offlcials to gather pertinent Informa-
tion.

(2) Business and Government entities
were asked to offer their romments and
views.

(3) Zrequent staff meetings were held with
State agencies and officials connected with
the project.

(4) An excluded rail line questionnaire
was developed and field tested for the col-
lection of information concerning each line's
characteristics: operational, physical, patron
and traffic.

(5) On-site inspections and in-depth In-
terViews were conducted by multi-discipline
research teams; these teams consisted of a
cost analyst, an economic/marketing analyst
and a railroad operations analyst

Limitations., Certain limitations must-
be recognized as inherent in the very
nature of this type ,of an undertaking.6

The scope of the project Is defined by
statute, and certain examinations by
other governmental agencies have al-
ready preceded this study. Therefore, the
purpose of the study is mot to redefine
problems or reestablish issues but to per-
form the mandatory evaluation and to

a it was not possible, within the scope of
the present study, to make a complete analy-
sis of the total environment in which the
light-density lines operate because there was
not enough time; some of the data needed
is unavailable; the cost of data collection
greatly exceeded the beneflt; and there were
certain legal restraints. It was necessary,
therefore, to limit the scope of the study and
to leave other issues for later study and ap-
praisal by the Individual States. For example,
the IBSPO did not attempt to make any as-
sessment of adverse community Impacts nor
to undertake a detailed study of those Indi-
vidual industries which are located on the
excluded light-density lines. Further study
would be needed. at a much greater degree of
specificity than was-possible in the current
study, to estimate service and price elastici-
ties of demand for rail transportation by
commodity class or by changes in intermodal
cmpetitive attitudes. The present study is
designed to develop relevant facts and make
recommendations that ultimately must be
transformed into actions by those most vi-
tally concerned with their execution. This
lieport does not make recommendations as to
whether an individual light-density line
should or should not be subsidized. It does
make aseries of recommendations which pro-
vide the information necessary to make op-
eration of rail service over the studied lines
economical.

produce recommendations as to what is
necessary to make operation of rail serv-
ices over the studied lines economical.

There are a number of reasons the de-
velopment of information for the differ-
ent lines was uneven, and, therefore, the
individual studies of the lines themselves
will vary considerably in depth and
length. Moreover, it was not possible in
generating linb data to develop cause
and effect relationships among such
things as service declines, deferred main-
tenance, increased cost and rate levels,
individual economic and distribution
changes and traffic losses. In addition, it
was extremely difficult to estimate future
traffic levels because of prevailing condi-
tions and the inability to conduct an In-
dividual industry analysls. Consequently,
estimates of both future traffic and cost
levels for individual excluded lines were
developed largely from both empri&da
evidence and extrapolhtlons. Unfortu-
nately, historical cost data on these par-
ticular lines are not an accuratte measure
of future avoidable costs.

An attempt to develop reasonably
accurate estimates of the economic
viability of immediate areas served by
excluded lines was thwarted somewhat
by the aggregation levels of statistical
data. Thus, the bulk of the information
dealing with the economic structure of
the areas served by the Individual lines
is based upon county and regional data.
While the data contains much that is
relevant and useful, the reader is well
advised to consider that the application
of such macro-data to Individual line
segments could possibly produce in-
accurate conclusions.

Even after the most comprehensive
and exhaustive examination, some
significant factors may still remain un-
discovered. This means that somewhat
less than absolute validity must be
attached to the "facts" assembled in such

7The RSPO Staff concluded that no single
econometric model could be utilized to ac-
curately reproduce the unique conditions on
the individual light-density lines requested
for study. Not only -would the development
of such a model be extremely time consum-
ing and expansive, even a.suming the needed
data were available, but nny of the rela-
tionships would necessarily remain judg-
mental, impressionistit or arbitrary. Also, a
series of "single" situations would not lend
themselves to experimental procedures. Sev-
eral approaches were examined. for example.
establishment of control conditions which
could be used to test the viability of one
light-densilty line against another. Compari-
son of particular aspects of other light-
density lines now in existence and profitable
was examined. but because of the multiplic-
ity of variant factors-ze: geographlc dL-
tribution; historical development: Industry
characteristics and mix; time variance; traf-
fic and distribution flow patterns, etc.-ths
approach was found Insuelent for use in
this analysis. There appears to be no abstract
standard of composition or structure of size
or functional efficiency by which a light-
density line's viablity may be measured:
moreover, comparative standards have not
been developed with any-degree of accuracy
which would permit comparison to the
unique situations presented by the studied
lines.
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a fluid atmosphere. The implication as
to the need for caution In interpreting
the assembled data Is clear.

USRA LiG=-Dnzsxrr I=. AxzrLrs
Essential to a basic understanding of

this report is a familiarity vith the
general approach adopted by the USRA
In the selection of those light-density
lines of the banlupt railroads which
were to be included in the restructured
system. USRA stated its approach to
branch line viability in the following
manner in its Final System Plan:

Flt, lines were Isolated which, by the
volume of traffic originated or terminated,
appeared to be submarginal (see PSP p. 336).
The initial ccreening process, due to 'the
magnitude of the analytical ta-- was
relatively broad. The definition of w hat
constituted a "line" for study was assa
Imprecise, often following historical definl-
tions which later proved related neither to
present economic nor operational bound-
aries.

Second. the latest data were collected on
traMe volumes and revenue levels, future
trafe pOmlblitle current condition of the
tracks and faclities, cost of rehabilitation,
service characteristic3 and identiflcatfon of
shippers on each line. Data and information
from the hearings conducted by PS-PO were
Identified by line segment, as was Informa-
tion about specific operating problems and
shipper concerns which was gained inform-
ally during the lat one and one-half years
(we PS. p. 33S). During the review process
a number of lines were subseZmented. Each
subsection was further analyzed to deter-
mine If the subsection might be self-sustain-
Ing even If It appeared that the entire line
would not be or if a portion of the line was
cross subridizing the remainder.

Third, each line was analyzed to determine
whether revenues generated in 1973 by traf-
fie originating on or destined to the line were
suMcient to cover the variable costs directly
attributable to that trafl in that year

Fourth. 1 a line did cover its variable costs,
including adequate maintenance and re-
quired upgrading for that year, it was in-
eluded in the restructured system.

Fifth. if the branch line failed this test.
an analys was conducted to determine if
[It could cover its variable costs] either by
a modest rate increase (10 percent or les)
or with an expected immediate traMc In-
crease. If this was found to be the case, the
line was included in the restructured system.

Sixth, if the line did not cover such costs,
even with reasonable rate increases and ex-
p--cted trafflc growth, a review was conducted
to determine whether the line had connec-
tions to other carriers. Where such potentli
exstledi. the connecting carrier was pro-
vided the data and Information necassary t%
==s the line s potental viability.

*The USRA based Its lIght-density line
economic viability analysis on the carriers"
1073 traffic. revenue and unit ccs-s and as-
mimed efflcient operations. The basic step3
vere as followz:

1. Establinh total braneh line-generated
revenue.

2. Then subtract in the following order
thmee cost Items: a. on-branch operating
cc its b. on-branch maintenance costs; c.
on-branch return on net salvage value; d.
on-branch overhead costs; e. off-branch p-
crating costs; and f. up-grading cost.

See: United States Hallway Association.
Preliminary System Plan: Volume IE (Wash-
lngton: United States Ra lway ASsoclation.
February 26.1975). p. 337.
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Seventh, If a line ifet none of the first five
criteria, it was recommended as a candidate
either for abandonment or subsidy * *-P

Accordingly for a line to be included
in the restructured system, it had to be
one that:

[Was] capable of generating sufficient
revenue to cover approximately 90 percent
of the costs incurred on the light-density
line itself as well as the variable costs of
moving that branch-line-generated traflic
over other lines to its destination and inter-
change with another rail carrier;

While not currently selflsustaining,
(could) be made viable by reasonable rate
adjustments (10 percent or less); or

While not currently self-sustaining,
(would) be made so because of identifiable

traffile growth in the near future o

In making its individual determina-
tion of branch line self-sufficiency, the
USRA stated that the key questions
were:

What are the costs of continuing service?
Will there be sufficient line-generated rev-
enue to cover these costs? What is the near-
term traffic growth potential of the lines? Are
-there recoverable fossil fuel deposits on the
line? '

Of these key questions, the most im-
portant, from an economic viability
viewpoint-future prospects for traffic
growth-was by far the most difficult to
ascertain. The 1973 traffic data used by
the USRA in Its light-density line anal-
ysis represented a single point in time
under unique circumstances. Obviously,
time changes the circumstances and
hence the results. Future projections
based upon past trends are only as ac-
curate as the relationship of past trends
are to the future circumstances. This re-
lationship was almost impossible for the
USRA to predict, especially in light of
the structural changes expected to result
from implementation of the FSP-and the
unpredictable reaction of industry and-
other modes of transportation to those
changes. RSPO concluded that the only
way to overcome this particular dilemma
was to*conduct on-site examinations and
to consult with local rail patrons and
other interested parties, including State
agencies, officials, etc., and local govern-
ments and former rail patrons. We also
concluded that our approach should em-
phasize local variations and individual
situations. These conclusions formed the
basl for the procedures adopted by
RSPO In conduct of its investigation of
excluded light-density rail lines.

PENNSYLvANIA'S APPROACH TO THE
ANALYsIS OF TGHT-DENSITY LINES

Following enactment of the Regional
Rail Reorganization Act of 1973, Gover-
nor Milton J. Shapp designated the
Pennsylvania Department of Transpor-
tation '(Penn DOT) as the official state
agency responsible for the development
of a state rail plan. The urgency of de-

0 United States Railway Association, Final
System Plan: Volume IX (Washington:
United States Railway Association, July 26,
1975), p. 5.

" Ibid.
"Preliminary System Plan: Volume I, op.

ait., p. 103.

yeloping a comprehensive state rail plan
was pointed out by Penn DOT itself.

Since passage of the Regional Rail Reor-
ganization Act of 1973 (RRRA), Pennsylva-
nia Department of Transportation (Penn
DOT) has engaged in railroad planning ac-
tivity paralleling that of the United States
Railway Association (USRA). Because all
except one (Ann Arbor) of the bankrupt
railroads subject to reorganization within
the framework of the Act olerate in or im-
mediately adjacent to Pennsylvania, the de-
cline to their present condition has been
felt more in Pennsylvania than in other
states. Almost all of the decreased railroad'
competition which would attend the crea-
tion of Conrail as proposed by United States
Railway Association in the Preliminary Sys-
tem Plan (PSP) would occur at points in
eastern Pennsylvania. All of the important
flows of rail traffic between the' Northeast and
the rest of the country cross Pennsylvania,
except those across Canada. For these reasons
the plight of the bankrupt railroads is of
special concern to Pennsylvania, as Is the
question of how they should be reorganized.n

The swift action of the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation, and vari-
ous other Commonwealth Departments
and officials, resulted in an extensive se-
ries of reports relating to the Common-
wealth's state rail plans as lited below:

A United States Rail Trust Fund:; Prescrip-
tion For Modern Rail Transportation, Sep-
tember 20, 1974.

Pennsylvania's Response to U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation's Report on "Rail
Service in the Midwest and Northeast Re-
gion" March 28, 1974.

Pennsylvania's Plan for a Balanced Eastern
Rail System, February 13, 1975.

Interim Review of United States Railway
Association Preliminary System Plan, April 7,
1975.

Review of United States Railway Associa-
tion Preliminary System Plan, April 26, 1975.

Review of United States Railway Associa-
tion Preliminary System Plan: Branch Line
Evaluation, Appendix, Volume I, April 26,
1975.

Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase I
Submission to the Federal Railroad Admin-
istration, May 15, 1975.

Pennsylvania Statewide. Rail Plan Phase II
Submission to the Federal Railroad Admin-
istration, December 9, 1975.

Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase
1r Submission to the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration: Supplement, March 1, 1976.

Update to Pennsylvania Statewide Rail
Plan, August 3, 1976.

From the very first, a firm position
was taken with respect to the restruc-
turing of the Commonwealth's rail sys-
tem. The tone is clearly evident In the
March 28, 1974 Report:

This analysis and comment on the Secre-
tary of Transportation's report, "Rail-Service
n the Midwest and Northeast Region" re-
flects a portion of the commitment of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to improved
rail service. The message of this Pennsylvania
Report about the Department of Transpor-
tation Report Is that it Is unacceptable.

12 Office of State Planning and Develop-
ment, Review of United States Railway Asso-
ciation Preliminary System Plan (Harris-
burg: Pennsylvania Department of Trans-
portation, April 26, 1975), p. 1.

(Moreover), the first general recommen-
dation to USRA is "stay off the backs of the
branch linesl"

Many knowledgeable people know that If 
the 1,450 miles of branch lines shown as
"potentially excess" in Pennsylvania were
abandoned tomorrow, there would be no im-
pact on railroads' profitability. Branch lines
are a red herring that simply divert attention
from the serious problems railroads face in
their yards and in maintenance of track and
equipment from long years of neglect. The
branch lines are equally affected by these
conditions but are Insignificant as causes of
financial drain, Indeed, the Penn Central
asserted to the ICC in 1973 that it would
realize a "net annual benefit" of $20 million
if allowed to abandon 5,000 miles of track.
Penn Central lost $24 million in February of
1974 alone.3

In Its April 26, 1975 Report, the Com-
monwealth stated its goals regarding the
problem of light-density (branch) lines
in the following manner:

Encouragement of economic development.
The Commonwealth's concern for economic
development has been one of its dominant
policies for years. Efficient, low-cost trans-
portation Is important to the achievement
of this goal.

Encouragement of desirable State land de-
velopment patterns. The Commonwealth
wants to provide a high degree of accessibility
to all parts of the State so that a balanced
land development pattern can emerge.

Access to coal fields. Maintenance of access
to this vital energy resource Is a prime goal,

Minimization of community Impact. Loss
of branch line service can Impose severe
burdens on local communities, This must be
avoided.

Maintain transportation options. In the
long run, It is extremely desirable to main-
tain the option of rail transportation-to
allow for technical and management Inno-
vations that will increase usage of this
energy-efficient system.

- Reduce environmental impacts, The Com-
monwealth is strongly opposed to environ-
mental degradation.

Energy conservation. This is a national as
well as a State policy, which will probably be
of increasing concern in future years.' 4

The Commonwealth further stated
that:

The achievement of these goals Is a domi-
nating concern of Pennsylvania. The Com-
monwealth recognizes that it is essential to
have viable railroad corporations operating
throughout Its territory. But this should not
be at the sacrifice of goals that are important
to the prosperity of the State, to the well-
being of its population, to the expansion of
its local economics, or to the conservation of
essential resources.

To achieve the foregoing policy, the Com-
monwealth, through Its Department of
Transportation personnel and Its consultants,
engaged in extensive and very detailed stud-
ies of light density lines throughout the
State. These studies have taken two forms:

a. Examination of the economics of branch
lines from the viewpoint of the railroad (car-
rler).

b. Study. of the economic, environmental,
and energy impacts of branch line closings,

' Pennsylvania's Response to U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation's Report on "Rail
Service In The Midwest and Northeast Re-
glon", op. cit., pp. 1-2.

"*Reviow of United States Railway Asso-
clation Preliminary System Plan, op. cit., pp.
87-88.
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These studies were in -substantial detail.
and included line-by-line analyses that were
based upon.field surveys Lduring NTovember-
December, 19:46 and January, 1975] of all
plants along each branch line. Thus the data
base is emuch more complete than was avail-
able to theUSPA.'

Dra-wingupon the goals prescribed by
the Regional Rail Reorganization Act of
1973, and prior Commonwealth goal
statements, a series of goals for guiding
the formulation of the policies and pro-
grams of the Commonwealth with re-
spect to rail transportation was prepared
by the Subcommittee on Goals of the
Penn DOT StatewideRail Advisory Com-
mittee. The statement of goals incorpo-
rated within the Commonwealth's May
15, 1975Report was asfollows:

(1) Promote the use of rail service to meet
those transportation needs for which It Is
most appropriate, considering the capabilities
of all modes relative to the requirements of
shippers and travelers.

(2) Create a financially viable system, con-
sidering revenues from users as well as possi-
ble governmental aid, and both short term
as well as long term (e.g., capital stock re-
placement) costs.

(3) Maintain a railroad system which is
flexible and responsive to changing shipper
and triveler requirements, and to new devel-
opment opportunities, through competition,
regulation, preservation of existing rights
of way, and other means as appropriate.

(4) Maximize the positive effects and mini-
mize the negative effects of changes in the
rail system on communities, industry -and
labor.

(5) Insure that thbsystem will be operated
and maintained in a manner that is efficient,
safe, and reliable, meeting any applicable
standards, such as for safety and environ-
mental impacts.

(6) Rely upon private enterprise to the
extent possible. Any actions should accord
equitable treatment to carrler creditors and
owners.

,(7) Create asystem which is operationally
compatible with the other portions of the
North American railroad network.
- (8) Encourage the adoption of fair and
equitable systems of carrier taxatlon.*

The Commonwealth further com-
mented on these goals:

The goals are necessarily to some extent,
in conflict with one another, in the sense
that any particular plan of action which
furthers the achievement of one goal may
diminish the achievement of another. For
example, the abandonment of a branch line
may increase the financial viabllity of the
railroad, decrease rail employmeht but in-
crease employment in other modes, and
threaten communities along the branch line
with loss or contraction of industries de-
pendent upon the rail service. To continue

rte rail service may reduce the viability of
the rail carrler, or perhaps require a sub-
sidy, but will -preserve rail employment and
the competitive position of Industries in
the communitles. To rationally choose,
among alternatives -with such consequences,
it is necessary to predict what those con-
sequences will be, so that an. alternative
which Is balanced in its achievement of the
various. goals can-be selected. Thus, these
goals inpose -a 'v ery strong requirement on
the information about the consequences
of alternatives whIch is to be developed in

34Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase
I Submission to the Yederal Railroad Ad-
ministratlon, op. cit, pp. 'I-6/1-6.

the planning proces. Also, they require that
alternatives be sought which tend to achieve
all the goals. In the example discussed above.
an obvious alternative, In addition to that
of simply retaining or abandoning rall serv-
ice, Is that of integrated rail-truck service.
which might permit reduction of the total
cost of transport service while in effect re-
taining rail service to the communities.
Such alternatives can raise difficult ques-
tions of institutional and regulatory con-
straints, and problems of transition. But
they must be explored If the best plan of
action Is to be ldentilied1

Having formulated its goals, the
Commonwealth then proceeded to
-establish policies for determining the
procedures the Commonwealth would
employ in giving assistance to branch
lines. These policies were stated n Phase
I of the Pennsylvania rail plan as
follows:

(1) Any line that is profitable to Its car-
rier by using a methodology that accurately
calculates avoidable costs, according to the
Rail Reorganizatlon Act, should be included
in Conrail.

(2) A branch line that rhows overall profit-
ability to the rail Industry, even though seg-
ments of It may be unprofitable, should be
retained by a restructured or solvent railroad
without government assistance.

(3) Where freight rates have been adequate
to cover operating cost and normal mainte-
nance, but where maintenance has been de-
ferred, the restructured or solvent carrier
should bear the responsibility for rehabilita-
tion. If they don't, the line would be ac-
quired and rehabilitated using a combination
of 70% Federal, 20% State, and 10% local
shares with local contributions consisting of
lodal public funds, shipper contributions or
a combination thereof. The level of trac: re-
habilitation shall be determined through ne-
gotiation with shippers and local government
and as cost effective analysis. Where required,
negotiated surcharges, and modified levels of
service, work rules and ncreased traffic
should cover operating deficits insofar as pos-
sible. The surcharges should be mpoed to
the level where truck transportation costs or
relocation become as attractive as continued
rail service or the point where Industrial op-
eration ceases to be price competitive. Vari-
ous State programs, including the Pennsyl-
vanla Industrial Development Authority.
shall be used Insofar as possible to generate
greater usage of the rail line and thus pre-
clude the continued need for other strategies.

(4) To the extent of~a local government's
willingness to participate in a purchase of
service program, insofar as required above
and beyond acquisition modernization and
negotiated surcharges and operating changes

" to cover avoidable costs and rental payments.
the Commonwealth will provide an equal
matching share of the program. However, the
Commonwealth will only participate where
the resulting community impacts from lo:s
of rail service will provide greater Io=4qs than
the cost necessary to continue the service.

(5) There shall be no Federal and State
financial participation either In acquisition
and modernization or in purchase of service
for lines excluded from Conrail and unprofit-
able even with rehabilitation and where eco-
nomic loss Is less than the needed assistance.
However, the State shall lend Its expertise In
negotiating surcharges and service standard
changes and to arrive at a satisfactory
preservation of rail service where local and
shipper contributions are availablo and sMf-
cleat to preserve service, Where rail service
abandonment resulte, the State shall provide

2 Ibid., pp. Ir-4/31-5.
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technical assistance for relocation, conversion
to truck transportation and would acquire
the line for other transportation purposes
where warranted.

(6) The Commonwealth will initially allo-
cate available Federal and State ran assist-
anco funds among regions on the basis or
total needs to preserve service on all worthy
line. and economic conditions in the region.
Actual allocation among individual lines in
each region will be determined on the basis
of regional priorities, essentiality of service
precsratlon, and detailed negotiations as to
servicO changes, surcharges, and local public
contribution.

(7) The Commonwealth will continue to
subcdlze up to two-thirds of the losses of
rail pas:;enger commuter lines not covered
by Federal assistance from the funds under
Section 402 oL the Reorganizatlon Act and
applied uniformly to preserve passenger as
well as e=--ental freight service.

(8) With pasage of enabling legislation.
the Commonwealth will provide matching
funds under Section 403(b) of the Hall Pas-
canger Service Act of 1970 to support inter-
city pa=nger rail service in corridors con-
Distent with the State Fail P-l-n..s

In its December 9, 1975 Report, the
Commonwealth identified its long-
term strategy with respect to the rail
restructuring in the following way:

The provision of safe, adequate, and de-
pendable rail transportatlon is vital for the
continued growth of Pennsylvania's econ-
omy. The Commonwealth through its De-
partmnent of Transportation and Public Util-
ity CommLison will proceed in Its efforts to
preserve, promote, and Improve the rail net-
work In order to meet the needs of Pennsyl-
vania's residents and industry.

Pennsylvania will seek to preserve rai
service beyond the two year subsidy period
for branch lines for which local and State
interest dictates the long term retention of
service. There are three ways in which this
may be done. The preferred solution in most
casis isfor Conrail or another carrier to as-
Lume ownership and operation of the prop-
ertY. In general, this is unrealistic unless
Congresa requires USHA/Conrail to alter
their branch line viability methodology to
correctly measure avoidable costs. Unless the
means of measuring off-branch costs is cor-
rected, it Is unlikely that any line will gen-
erate an Increase in travic sufficient to sat--
Isfy the USHA methodology. In addition.
even if a line generated enough traffic dur-
Ing the two year subsidy period to be con-
aidered viable. there is no assu-ance that
Conrail would purchase the line. "

The second alternative would be for State
and local Interest. to purchase and rehabili-
tate the lines under the Title IV provisions
of the Act. The State would attempt to have
service provided on a contractual basis withL
Conrail or any other carrier whose trackage
i" contiguous to the branch.

We conceive of the service being financed
by the shippers on a prepaid basis whereby
the shippers guarantee a certain level of
profitability to the railroad in return for a
certain level of service. Incentives are to be
ncluded for improved service and increased

trafic density such that Conrall a sumes
normal, noncontractual service.

The third, the generally least preferred op-
tion is to operate the branch as a short-line
railroad. Successful short-line operationz re-
quires a reasonable division of revenues,
capital outlays for equipment, technical
knowledge, and the enthusiasm and Indus-
trlousness of local shippers and government.
While none of these requirements are insur-
mountable most communities see this op-
tion as a faliback position.

" Ibd pp. 311-I/fI1-2.
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It should be noted that if Congress In-
creases the length of the subsidy period,
then the subsidy option may become "long-
term" in nature. An expanded subsidy pe-
riod might make the subsidy option more
attractive vis-a-vis the purchase and mod-
ernization option. Certainly the shippers on
a line expecting a significant increase In
traffic may choose to subsidize in hope that
profitability may be achieved n the longer
run. A longer subsidy period also makes a
planned phase out of rail service more
realistic.

Phase II of the State Railroad Plan is
based upon the Regional Rail Reorganiza-
tion Act as currently written. Any amend-
ments may necessitate revisions to the Phase
I document, and the Commonwealth re-
serves the right to revise the Plan accord-
Ingly."

The Commonwealth further com-
mented in its December 9, 1975 Report
on the conditions and requirements of
services to be acquired:

Options selected by the interested parties
on branch lines depend on the satisfactory
solution of existing problems relating to de-
ficiency judgments, purchase price, Insur-
ance and service guarantees. The acquisition
estimates were based on net salvage value on
the assumption that the bankrupt estates
will sell at or near the net salvage value.

Regardless of the option chosen, the Com-
monwealth will oversee the purchase, re-
habilitation and/or subsidization of the lines
for which service is necessary. Penn DOT per-
sonnel will negotiate the p'urchase and con-
tracted service on behalf of local shipper in-
terests. Similarly, Penn DOT will devise
mechanisms for monitoring the service pro-
vided under the contractual agreements.

M A Class I standard is the minimum upon
which service can be provided safely. The
Commonwealth will contract for the rehabili-
tation of any subsidized or purchased line
that fails to neet Class I standards. An open
competitive bid process will be followed for
contracting rehabilitation work unless the
railroad servicing the track, can be Induced
to perform the work. USRA estimates of re-
habilitation costs wil be utilized in the Com-
monwealth's analysis until such time as the
specifications for the work can be calculated.
Lines utilized for overhead or passenger serv-
ice may be upgraded above Class I standards.

Rolling stock requirements lay within the-
domain of the railroad that provides the sub-
sidized service unless a short-line railroad
Is formed. If short-lines are formed the roll-
ing stock and equipment necessary for opera-
tion will be supplied in compliance with.
I.C.C. regulations.n

TE COMMONWEALTH'S VIEW Op THE
SUBSIDY PROGRAM

From the beginning of the rail reorga-
nization process, the Commonwealth ex-
pressed serious doubts about the useful-
ness of the subsidy program. Their fun-
damental position was that for a num-
ber of reasons the subsidy program would
lead to eventual discontinuance of rail
service on lines being subsidized.= But,
nonetheless, Pennsylvania would utilize
the subsidy lrogram In order to maintain
service on selected-lines.

1
Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase

IX Submission to the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, op. cit., p. 403.

20Ibid.,.p. 404.
Milton J. Shapp, Pennsylvania's Plan For

A Balanced Eastern Rail System, (Ha-Ts-
burg: Pennsylvania Department of Trans-
portation, 1975), p. 50.

Pennsylvania's lack of enthusiasm for
the subsidy program was premised upon
five points:

First is the fact that there Is neither a
mechanism nor an Incentive for rehabilita-
tion and subsidizing a line under the Act.
While loans can be made for acquisition and
rehabilitation of lines left out of the Final
System Plan, these lines cannot then be
subsidized.

* * . * °

Although the Federal legislation authorizes
appropriations for only two years, various
Federal officials believe that, once established,
It will be a continuing program. To a busi-
nessman, however, an industrial location on
a subsidized line excluded from the Final
System Plan is bound to be less attractive
than a site on one included In the Plan. Sub-
silized lines will have a harder time attract-
ing new industry, and in the long run will
probably lose the rail-dependent industry
they presently have, For certain, no new in-
dustrial parks will develop -along a line
threatened with abandonment. Clearly, then,
no matter what the intent of the Congiress or
the Association, the subsidy provision as now
constituted may be little more than a de
facto phase-out of rail service.

Third, work to date on developing a for-
mula for calculating avoidable costs and rev-
enue attributable to a branch line has been
complicated by the fact that railroads must
provide the necessary documentation. This
makes It impossible to calculate-the amount
of subsidy that might be required. Even so,
officials at the ICC's Rail Services Planning
Office (RSCO) believe that required subsidies
will be much less than the deficit computed
on USRA's line analysis.

Fourth. a subsidy by its very nature offers
no incentive for cost control. Rather, it will
lead to a cost-plus operation of branch line.
The RSPO formula does provide for a ne-

gotiatioh between railroads and shippers
Initially-so that questions such as minimum
traffic guarantees or changes in service which
might lower or eliminate the need for subsidy
altogether can be discussed.)

Finally, the subsidy formula is bound to
yield different results than the USRA via-
bility formula, and this can lead to the fol-
lowing absurdity: a line analyzed by the
USRA will prove non-viable and thus will
be excluded from the Final System Plan:
however, subsidy calculations will Indicate
no deficit of avoidable costs over revenues,
making the subsidy payment the minimum-
$1.00. In other words, the Association will
find the line not-profitable and exclude it
from the Plan, but Conrail will be forced to
operate it anyway without subsidy because
the subsidy formula-shows It has no deficit.
While both the Association and the Rail
Services' Planning Office recognize-and ex-
pect-this eventuality, USRA has shown no
willingness to work out a single formula
and thereby resolve this issue. For USRA to
exclude from the Final System Plan-branches
that do not require a subsidy is prepos-
terous.-

Lines to be subsidized. The Pennsyl-
vania Department of Transportation, the
designated State 'agency for railroad
planning, completed the first attempt to
prepare a plan to assure the continua-
tion of essential local rail service with
the issuance on March 28, 1974 of Its Re-
port, Pennsylvania's Response to U.S.
Department of Transportation Report
on "Rail Service In The Midwest and
Northeast Region." The Report, which
was co-authored by the Ofce of State

Ibid., pp. 50 and 53.

Planning and Development and con-
tained a potpourri of Information and
statements, examined all the endangered
Pennsylvania branch lines for which data
was available. After Identifying the in-
dividual endangered line, the Report
then simply provided a series of general
comments varying in depth and length
relating to the line. The Report made
some Individual line segment recom-
mendations.

With regard to the six lines which are
the subject of this Report, the Pennsyl.-
vania Department of Transportation in
Its March 28, 1974 Report made the fol-
lowing initial comments.n

(1) USBA Line No. 145: Northern Central
Branch. The Penn Central line extending
from york south through Now Freedom and
the Stewartstown Railroad line extending
from New Freedom east to Stewartstown will
be discussed together as the Stewartstown
Railroad cannot function without the Penn
Central line. Following the occurrence of
Hurricane Agnes In Juno 1972, the Penn
Central stopped operations over the section
of track from York through New Freedom.
This de factor abandonment has Incapaol-
tated the Stewartstown Railroad totally from
continuing to function. The six mile trac:
of the Stewartstown Railroad alone received
212 cars at the New Fredom Interchange be-
tween January and June 22, 1072.u The ship-
pers listed ... represent those located along
the Penn Central and Stowartatown Rail-
road lines currently marked "potentially eX-
cess." Presently, a few of these bijsinessee
are shipping by utilitizing piggyback service,
fand] the remaining firms have expressed
great inteerst in restored rail servico. The
firms surveyed estimated 800 carloads would
be shipped and received annually If service
was available. Five lumber companies aro lo-
cated along these lines. They have Indicated

-that piggyback service Is not a viable alter-
native for the shipment of lumber, For ex-
ample, two piggyback trailers loaded with
80,000 lbs. of lumber would cost $5,400 to
ship from the West Coast to New Freedom as
compared to $1,650 if shipped by direct rail
service. The additional cost Incurred is
clearly prohibitive.

Additionally, rail business along these
lines should continue to expand. Two plant
have recently delayed plans to expand be-
cause of the uncertainty of the rail sitta.
tion. An industrial park of 146 acres Is lo-
cated adjacent to the Stewartstown Railroad
waiting to be developed. A York County resi-
dent stresses that "the Penn Central line
from York through Now Freedom is not a
branch line per re, but a connecting link

21In addition to the line-by-line analysisby the Office of State Planning and Develop-
ment, there were also a number of statementi
Incorporated within the March 28, 1974 Re-
port, by various Commonwealth Departments
and officials; which at times, made reference
to the six lines studied by the RSPO, Due to
the fact that this i an executive summary
by the RSPO, these additional statements
and positions will be covered In-depth within
the Individual line rep6rts, to be issued at a
later date. It should be noted, however, that
some of these statements are occasionally at
odds with the information supplied by the
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,

2
4
The March 28, 1974 Report stated that,'!If rail service is continued there Is projected

traffic of 600 carloads on the Stewartatown
Railroad." The Report also recommended thra
USRA Line No. ;45 be eleotrlfled and deslg-
nated an Intercity passenger line.
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between Washington ald the Harrisburg In-
terchange. Each day that discontinuance of
railroad service persists Is causing severe and
mounting economic injury to the shippers,
businesses, and communities in southern
York County and northern Maryland."

(2) USRA Line No. 252: Emporium Second-
ary Track." The Penn Central line from Lud-
low southeast to Rolfe has six businesses
which ship and receive 2,515 carloads of
freight per year. In addition to thedirect rail
service provided to these establishments, this
track section is also an important link in the
main line extending from Erie southeast to
Philadelphia." Abandonment of the rail line
from Ludlow- to Rolfe would produce effects
adverse to firms located along the line and
would also disrupt rail service to places to
the northwest such as Warren, Pennsylvania.

One example Is an oil refinery in Warren,
which has annual carloadings exceeding 2,800.
If, through rail service is terminated, the firm
will be foFced to discontinue supplying petro-
leum products to cuitomers in many areas
now served from its rail terminals at a time
of growihg energy shortage.

A long established papermill In Erie Is de-
pendent upon improved rail service over the
same Penn Central line to ship 128 carload-
ings of pulp monthly from Erie to Lock
Haven, and_224 carloadings monthly of pulp-
wood and woodchips from Lock Haven, Clear-
field, arthaus, Driftwood, Reynoldsville. and
Port Allegany to Erie. Due to the unsatisfac-
tory cbnditbn of portions of the roadbed
bet-ee Eie and Emporium, which includes
tih6i fudlow-R6f6 section, the. unlftraini Is
forced to travel the circitous route from Erie
to Loclk Haven through Buffalo. This entails
120 additional malles for each round trip and
apprbxiniatel 8 'hours .additional turn
around -time.

.As'-f6rthe Borough of Kane Itself, the ef-
fect of the abandonment of rail service
wbuld be lan :Immediate iapital loss to the
present-rail shiplers of $815,000. with an es-
tilmated capital loss within five years of from
three to five 'million -dollars. At least 2683

- persons would- become immediately unem-
ployed. This figure represents 15 percent of
the total labor force in the Borough of Kane.
The immediate loss in annual wages earned
by those Who would become unemployed ex-
ceeds 02,450,000.
\ (3) .U IA Line No. 907/,939: Wilmington
and Northern Branch. This section of track,
from Elverson south past Chaddsford (in-
eluding 'the St. Peters spur) Is part of the
Reading's W lmington and Northern line
-which forms a link in the best competitive
route, aileagewise, betweend Washington
and Buffalo. There is a-throUgh use of this
line, such as delivery of automobiles to the
Wilmington market from Detroit via Buffalo,
and U.S. DOT agrees that competition is es-
sential-between these two points. Leaving
the Penn Central as the only carrier serving
the- Coatesville area means longer routing
through Philadelphia where serious prob-
lems develop such as a single track inter-
change -in a tunnel and heavy passenger
service use as well as more mileage and yard
delays. -.

-A -great deal of -the rail activity in the
Coatesville area revolves around the Lukens
Steel Co. whose employment is over 5,000.
Eighty Reading Railroad crews are used
seven days per week to service Lukens and

- That portion of the Warren-Kane line be-
tween Ludlow and Warren (Zone 75) was not
analyzed in the February 1. 1974 Report is-
sued by the US. Department of Transporta-
tion' * * * due to the complex nature of
the'zone."

MThe March 28, 1974 Report recommended
that USRA Line No. 252 be designated an n-
tercity 'tm arl" paltsenger line. -

seven other companies who either provide
scrap to Lukens or are their customers. Be-
sides providing the considerable Inbound
and outbound functions, the Reading also
performs the intm and inter plant switching
for Lukens and Its afliated neighbors and
last year handled over 40,000 cars. This traf-
fie alone Is enough to satisfy any criterl for
the entire 42 mile line. Although an east-
west Penn Central line runs within close
proximity to the Lukens plant, it sits on a
viaduct 75 feet above the ground and the
nearest PO loading dock Is several miles
away. Abandonment of this line would cut
off Lukens from the Chessle System and
eliminate the present direct routes to
Southern markets via Wilmington.

Lurla Brothers, who feed recycled steel to
Lukens, have two plants. One is in Modens,
the other in South Coatesvilie and employ-
ment is over 200. Neither of these could con-
tinue to operate without rail service. At the
Modena plant the principal work is the dis-
mantling of obsolete railroad cars and loco-
motives. Approximately 1,800 units moving
into the plant on their own wheels are proc-
essed each year. Seven hundred additional
cars 9f scrap are received each year for prep-
aratlon work before being shipped to Lukens
Steel At Lurla's South Coatesville plant
about 800 carloads of unprepared steel scrap
are received yearly and ,sorted, cleaned and
cut to be suitable for resmelting. Service for
all of Luria's operations Is provided by the
Penn Central's east-west mainline and the
Reading's Wilmington and Northern line. Of
the two, the Reading line is considered more
important, since It provides a Southern link
with'the Chessle System over which a large
portion of the cars for dismantling and re-
cycling originate. The northern section of
'the line through Elverson links Luria to
large amounts of demolition scrap from the
Pennsylvania coal regions.

While continuance of the Reading's W&M
line is vital to Lukens, Lurla Brothers and-
other feeder companies, It Is critical to the
survival of the Lenape Forge Division of
Gulf-Western. This firm would lose Its only
rail service if the W&M line were abandoned.
Nearly all of the company's products are di-
rectly or Indirectly related to the energy
market; oil producing equipment, steam and
power generating equipment, turbine wheels
and shafts as well as design nozzles and
forgings for nuclear reactor units, a field In
which Lenape Forge is the proprietary sup-
plier. Lenapo Is currently expanding their
plant with expected completion In mid 1974.
at which time their railroad car needs will
be over 300 a year.

Other firms using the W&M line are C.O.
Carlson manufacturers of nickel and tita-
nium plates whose size and weight eliminate
any mode of shipping other than rail. Fab-
ricated Metals of Modena depends 100 per-
cent on rail service and presently have 100
CCK-62 foot flat cars In service throughout
the United States. These cars are periodically
returned to Modena to be serviced and modi-
fied, transformibg them into container cars.

(4) USRA Line No. 912: Gettysburg and
Harrisburg Branch.- The Reading line from
Carlisle Junction south to Adams County
and from Peach Glen In Adams County South
to, but not including, Blglervile has ten
businesses which ship and receive 187 car-
loads monthly. If rail service Is discontinued.
six businesses would be forced to shut down.
Three firms indicated they would have to
curtail production and lay off employees, as
Increased freight rates would be too high to4'

r Only that portion of the Carlisle Junc-
tion-Gettysburg line between Biglerville and
Carlisle Junction (Zones 8 and 83) waa de-
clared a "potentially excess rail line" in the
February 1, 1974, U.S. DOT Report.
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enable them to remain competitive in their
respective markets.

One firm located along this Reading line
has recently completed construction of a
large addition to their warehouse area, with
additional side trackage and rail loading
docks. If rail service were discontinued, they
would be forced to truck their raw materials
from Gettysburg. They Indicate that "to load
or unload rail cars at tills distance would be
phyically Impossible and simply not fea-
alble in any respect."

Another firm has recently finished con-
structlon of a 1.3 million dollar warehouse
with plans presently being formulated for a
nev" rail siding.

A pottery manufacturer has just begun
operations along this line. Presently, they are
completing negotiations for another plant
In the same area. Together the two locations
will ship and receive 240 carloads annually.
and employ 200 people. As they are depend-
ent on rail for the delivery of raw materials.

* the availability of rail was of prime impor-
tance In the selection of their present and
proposed plants.

In addition, this line functions as a
high-wide detour route for Western
Maryland Railway's Jacks' Mountain
tunnel.

(5) USRA Line No. 935: Stony Creek
Branch. This twenty mile line is used for
both freight and passenger operation. Six
hundred passengers daily ride commuter
trains between Lansdale and Doylestown. and
the Southeastern Pennsylvania Transporta-
tlon Authority is seriously considering reac-
tivating electrified passenger service between
Norristown and Lansdale.

P 
Freight needs

have been growing In recent years and at;
least two firms have expansion projects un-
der way, one n the growing electronics in-
dustry, which ship TOFC. This will further
increase rail demand. One major pharma-
ceutical company, Merck, located along this
line, receives chemicals by tank cars and one
of its raw materials, glucose, Is presently ac-
ceasible to the East Coast only by rail-
(6) USRA Line No. 1009: Nesquehoning

Valloe Branch. This line Is the western most
extremity of the Nesquehoning Branch of
the Lehigh Valley Railroad, which was aban-
doned by the Central Railroad of New Jersey
In 1972, and taken over by the Lehigh Val-
ley. At that time the Interchange at Haucks
with the Reading Catawlssa Branch was also
abandoned. In the last two years this section
of track, especially the 3.5 miles from Haucks
to Hometown has been extensively developed
for Industry. Now there are two large volume.
highly technical companies using 540 car-
loads a year and increasing, and a 224 acre
industrial park north of Hometown with
4.117 feet of frontage along the Nesque-
honing Branch- Over $1.2 million have been
spent on the Infrastructure of this park.
and all the companles being solicited are
heavy rail users.

The present volume alone is enough to jus-
tify this segment of track. The entire Nes-
quehoning Branch must be examined,
though, because It is one entity, and the
only outlet for Haucks and Hometown is
at Jim Thorpe. A large rail user Is now lo-
cating at the Hauto Industrial Park near
Nesquehoning. with an expected 65 carloadg
monthly, or 780 annually by 1975. In 1975,

!I The March 28, 1974 Report recommended
that the small portion of USRA Line No. 935
between Norristown and Hartranft be elec-
trified and designated an Intercity passenger
line.
= USRA Line No. 1009 was not shown to be

a "potentially excess rail line" (Zones 70
- and 82) in the February , 1974 Report Issued

by the U.S. Department of Transportation.
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Pennsylvania Power and Light wil be dis-
mantling its electric generating plant and
will be generating 600 additional-carloads
of scrap. The Movatch Truck Center -also
generates 19 carloads a year. In 1975, there
would be 149 cars per mile, and after that at
least 113. The entire Nesquehoning line is
clearly financially viable.

In Its two April 26, 1975 Reports, the
Commonwealth again made an individ-
ual line-by-line analysis of endangered
lines In Pennsylvania, Including the six
lines studied by the RSPO. In compari-
son to Its March 28, 1974 Report, the
Commonwealth's revised line-by-line
analysis was much more comprehensive;
data was broken down and categorized
in the following ways:

General background.
Traffic and operating information.
Line evaluation by USRA and PennDOT

methods.
Shippers and receivers along branch line

'(active branch lines only).
Economic impact.
Envlronmental impact; energy consump-

tion (active branch lines only).
SummaryP*

The extensiveness of the Common-
wealth Report precludes reporting here
all of the data and Information provided
by the Penn DOT. Therefore, only the
summary section for each line studied
by the RSPO Is shown below:

(1) tISRA LInE 2O. 145: NORTER
~CERxAL BRANCH

E. Summary.-l. Financial self-sufficiency
(R alroad Economics). Criteria adopted by
USRA for branch line inclusion in Conrail
requires that the line be capable of generat-
Ing sufficient revenue to cover costs Incurred
on the line Itself and In serving branch line
generated traic off branch. USRA did not,
however, compute the viability of this line
since It was out-of-service In 1973.

The viability of this line has been com-
puted for both 1973 and 1975 using the Penn
DOT method. Such computations indicate
that the line, if operated today, would show
a small net contribution to the owning rail-
road and a large net contribution to the U.S.
rail system as a whole.

2. Increase in economic activity. Reinstitu-
tion of rail service would result in a Uarge
gain in economic activity of approximately
$1.5 million, Including an increase of 100 jobs
In the local labor market. This gain would be
in addition to the net contribution to the
owning railroad and the U.S. rail system.

(2) TSRA LITE NO. 252: MIpoaroI szcoNDARY
TRACK

F. Summary-1. Financial Sel-Sufficiency
(Railroad Economics). Criteria adopted by

USRA for branch line inclusion in Conrail
requires that the line be capable of gen-
erating sufficient revenue to cover costs in-
curred on the line itself and in serving
branch line generated traffic off-branch.
USRA computations indicate that this
branch line incurred a large net loss in 1973.

The USRA viability formula considers only
revenues and cost of the owning railroad.
Had the analysis been based on the premise
of profitability to the US. rail system as a
whole, the branch line would show a mod-
erately large net loss.

"This section was, in turn, subdivided by
Penn DOT Into three additional categories:
Financial Self-Sufficiency; Economic Impact
on Adjacent Areas; and Environmental Im-
pact, Energy Consumption.

The viability of this branch line has also
been computed using -he Penn DOT method,
which -adjusts the USRA computations to
eliminate unavoidable cost Items and, in
several places, uses 3nore realistic unit costs.
Using Penn DOT traffic, the line would show
a moderate net loss to the owning railroad
and a moderate net loss to the rail system
as I whole.

2. Economic impact on adjacent areas.
Termination of rail service would result in
a large locally-Incurred economic loss of ap-
proximately $2.9 million, including a reduc-
tion In employment of 250 jobs. Considering
the size of the local labor force and the
prevailing unemployment 'rate within the
associated labor market areas, these losses
would have a very large Impact upon the
local economy.

The ratio of community to railroad eco-
noinic loss would be on the order of 14 to
one.

3. Environmental impact; energy con-',
sumption. Termination of rail service would
not result in any significant increase in
truck traffie on local highways or associated
environmental Impact (air quality, noise,
vehicular safety).

It is projected that ton-miles generated
by plants presently located along the branch
line would decrease from 20.6 to .8 million.
This would result In a large decrease in the
overall amount of energy consumed. The
energy savings resulting from plant closings
or relocations would more than offset the
reduction in the efficient use of energy
caused by the switch from rail to truck.

(3) usRA LINE NO. 907/939: WILmINGTON AND

NORTHERN IRANC H

P. Summary-1. Financial Self-Sujfioiency
(Railroad Economics). Criteria adopted by
USRA for branch line inclusion in Conrail
requires that the line be capable of gen-
erating sufficient revenue to cover costs in-
curred on the line itself and in serving
branch line generated traffic off-branch.
USRA computations indicate that this
branch line incurred a moderately large net
loss in 1973. Using the correct traffic (Penn
DOT), the line would Instead have.ncurred
a very large net contribution to the owning
railroad and to the U.S. rail system as a
whole.

The viability of this branch line has also
been computed using the Penn DOT method,
which adjusts the USRA computations to
eliminate unavoidable cost Items and, in
several places, uses more realistic unit costs.
Using Penn DOT traffic, the line again would
show a very large net contribution to the
owning railroad and to the U.S. rail system
as a whole.

2. Economic impact on adjacent areas.
Termination of rail service would result In
an extremely large locally-incurred economy
of approximately $12.5 million, including a
reduction in employment of 1,115 jobs. Con-
sidering the size of the local labor force and
the prevailing unemployment rate within
the associated labor market areas, these
losses would have an extremely large impact
upon the local economy.

The above -estimate is highly sensitive to
the ultimate relocation or closure decision
of one firm. In. this case, the individual im-
pact accounts for 60 percent of these losses.
Independent transport cost estimates support
the impact assessment indicated by the af-
fected shipper.

3. Environmentdl impact; energy con-
sumption. Termination of Tail service would
result In a small but noticeable increase In
truck volumes on two highways In the vicin-
ity of Coatesville. Associated with this would
be increased yearly highway maintenance
costs. The Increase would have a negligible

Impact on air quality, noise and vehicular
safety, however.

Ton-miles generated by plants presently
located along the branch line are projected
to decrease from 309 to 262 million. This
would result in & small decrease In the overall
amount of energy consumed locally. The
eficlency of energy use remains about the
same, however.

(4) USRA LINIV NO. 91l: OETTIYSBUR AND
HJARRISBURG BRANC11

F. Summary-1. Financial Self-Suflictncy
(Railroad Economics). Criteria adopted by
USRA for branch line inclusion In Conrail
requires that the line be capable of gen-
erating suficient revenue to cover costa In-
curred on the line itself and in serving
branch line generated traffic off-branch.
OSRA computations indicate that this branch
line incurred a large net-loss In 1973. Had
the more correct Penn DOT trafilo figures
been used instead, the net loss would have
been reduced slightly.

Considering normal 1973 traffic posible
additional carloads had the service been bet-
ter in 1973, and the near-term traffic growth
potential (1974-1980), comparison was made
to determine whether the line might be
viable under USRA methodology. The addi-
tional carloads, while Improving the situa-
tion, 'are still not likely to ensure self-
sufficiency.

The USRA viability formula considers only
revenues and cost of the owning railroad.
Had the analysis been based on the premise
of profitability to the US. rail system as a
whole, the branch line would Show a very
large net contribution.

The viability of this branch line has also
been computed using the Penn DOT mothod,
which adjusts the USRA computations to
eliminate unavoidable cost Items and, in sev-
eral places, uses more realistic unit costs.
Using Penn DOT trAffic, the line would Show
a moderately small net loss to the owning
railroad and a very large net contribution to
the rail system as a whole.

2. Economic impact on adjacent atcas.
-Termination of rail service would result in a
very large locally-incurred economic loss of
approximately $0.3 million, Including a
reduction In employment of 700 jobs. Con-
sidering the size of the local labor force alhd
the prevailing unemployment rate within the
associated labor market areas, theso loznes
would have a very large impact upon the
local economy.

The above estimate is highly sensitive to
the ultimate relocation or closure decision
of two fArms. In thlW case, the individual
impact accounts for 50 percent of thtso
losses. Should this viewpoint change or
should altered non-railroad factors enter into
the plant viability decision, the above
economic impact would havo to be reassesed.

The ratio of community to railroad eco-
nomio loss would be on the order of 30 to one.

3. Environmental impact; energy con-
sumption. Termination of rail service would
result In a slight increase in truck volumes
on route PA 234 and a significant Increase In
volumes on LR A5260 which will cause a
yearly paving cost Increase of $1,600 for this
route. These Increases would have a negli-
gible Impact on air quality, noise and vehicu-
lar safety.

It is projected that ton-miles generated by
plants presently located along the branch
line would decrease from 118.0 to 107.1 mll-
lion. There would be a large Increase In the
over-all amount of energy consumed becauso
the energy savings resulting from plant clos-
ings or relocations would not offset the re-
duction in the efficient use of energy oaused
by the switch from rail to truck.

4. Other considerations. USRA made no
reference In the Preliminary System Plan to
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the fact that this route handles "high and
wide" traffic. The Allis Chalmers plant at
York ships hydraulic turbine parts over this
line to the Northeast. Additionally, while not
all "nigh and wide" traffic, 188,512 carloads
of overhead traffic moved over this line in
1973. This represents 516 carloads per day.

(5) 'USRA-LsE NO. 935: STONY CREEK BRANCH

F. Summary-i. Financial Self-Sufficiency
(Railroad Economics). Criteria adopted by
USRA for branch line Inclusion in Conrail
requires that the line be capable of generat-
ing sufficient revenue to cover costs incurred
on the line itself and in serving branch line
generated traffic off-branch. USRA computa-
tions indicate that this branch line incurred
a moderately small net loss in 1973.

Considering normal 1973 traffib, possible
additional carloads had the service been
better in 1973, and the near-term traffic
growth potential (1974-1980), a comparison
was made to letermine whether the line
might be viable under USRA methodology.
The additional carloads should be enough to
ensure self-sufficiency.

The USRA viability formula considers only
revenues and costs of the owning railroad.
Had the analysis been based on the premise
of profitability to the U.S. rail system as a
whole, the branch line would show a very
large net contribution.

The viability of this branch line has also
been computed using the Penn DOT method,
which adjusts the USRA computations to
eliminate unavoidable cost items and, in-
several places, uses more realistic unit costs.
Using Penn DOT traffic, the line would show
a small net contribution to the owning rail-
road and a very large net contribution to the
rail system as a whole,

2. Economic impact on adjacent areas.
'Termination of rail service would apparently
not result in any significant locally-in-.
curred economic loss to firms currently using
rail service. Penn bOT shippers survey re-
sponses ndicate-that the two affected firms
could utilize alternate transport modes with-
out significantly affecting plant viability.

However, the line has a far greater eco-
nomic potential. The reopening of the
Philco-Ford plant (traffic estimated at 600
carloads per year), the completion of the 5.2
area industrial park presently being devel-
oped, plus the interest by several other firms
in locating along the line, were service to be
continued, all argue for its retention from
the standpoint of its "positive" regional eco-
nomic growth and development potential.

The line also handles some bridge traffic.
It also serves as a bypass of the Philadelphia
area to avoid conflicts with commuter rail
service operated for SEPTA.

3. Environmental impact; energy con-
sumption. Termination of rail service would
not result in any significant increase in truck
traffic on local highways or associated en-
vironmental impact (air quality, noise, ve-
hicular safety).

Ton-miles generated by plants presently
located -along the branch line are projected
to decrease frgm 4.4 to 4.3 million. This
would result in a slight increase in the over-
all amount of energy consumed locally.

4. Other considerations. SEPTA has ex-
pressed an interest in instituting passenger
service on this line.

(6) USRA LI'E NO. 1009: NESQUEHONING
VALLEY BRA2NCH

F. Summury.-l. Financial Self-Suffloency
-- (Railroad Economics). Criteria adopted by

USRA for branch line inclusion in Conrail
requires that the line be capable of generat-
ing sufficient revenue to cover costs Incurred
on the line itself and in serving branch line

generated trac offbranch. USRA computa-
tions indicate that this branch Iln Incurred
a moderately small net low in 1973. Had the
more correct Penn DOT trae 2gures been
used instead, the net loss would have been
reduced slightly.

Considering normal 1973 traffic possible
additional carloads had the service been
better in 1973, and the near-term traffic
growth potential (1974-1980), comparison
was made to determine whether the line
might be viable under USRA methodolgy.
The additional carloads would be likely to
result in marginal self-sufficlency for the
line.

The USRA viability formula considers only
revenues and cost of the owning railroad.
Had the analysis been based on the premise
of profitability to the US. rail system as a
whole, the branch line would show a mod-
erato net contribution.

The viability of this branch line has also
been computed using the Penn DOT method,
which adjusts the USRA computations to
eliminate unavoidable cost Items and, In
several places, uses more realistic unit costs.
Using Penn DOT traffic, fhe line would show
a small net loss to the owning railroad and
a moderately large net contribution to the
rail system as a whole.

2. Economic Impact on adjacent areas.
Termination of rail service would result in
a large locally-incurred economic loss of
approximately-$1.4 million, including a re-
duction in employment of 104 jobs. Con-
sldering the size of the 1cal labor force and
the prevailing unemployment rate within
the associated labor market areas, these
losses would have a large impact upon the
local economy.

The above estimate Is highly sensitive to
the ultimate relocation or closure of one
firm. In this case, the individual impact ac-
counts for 100% of these losses. Should this
viewpoint change or should altered non-
railroad factors enter Into the plant viability
decision, the above economic impact would
have to be reassessed.

Independent transport ccst estimates sup-
port the impact assessment Indicated by the
affected shipper.

3. Environmental impact; energy con-
sumption. Termination of rail service would
result In an increase In truck volumes on
route Pa. 54. Yearly costs could, be expected
to increase by about $800 on the critical sec-
tion of this road near Hometown. This in-
crease would have a negligible impact on
air quality, noise and vehicular safety.

While the April 7, 1975 Report pre-
pared by the Penn DOT reflected its
initial reaction to the USRA Preliminary
System Plan, it also Included an individ-
ual line-by-line analysis of those six
lines studied by the RSPO. Information
for each branch line was aggregated and
the results incorporated on a Summary
Sheet. The individual analysis covered
the following subject areas: traffic data
differences; impacts with continued (or
restored) rail service; Impacts with
abandoned (or restored) rail service;,
and coal potential. The last section
shown on the Summary Sheet contained
any pertinent remarks that would sup-
port retention of the branch line. Since
three of the aforementioned sections
contained only quantitative data, which
will be incorporated within the individ-
ual line reports to be issued at a latter
date, only the comments within the
latter two sections (Le., coal potential
and remarks) are shown below:

(1) 'US" wi'sC NO. 143: NoaRumac- CENTRxAL
BRANCH

No specific remarks regarding this line were
included in the Report.

(2) USX& LXNE NO. 252: EMPO 0 M SECON-DART
-TRACX

This section of track is very important for
Its overhead traffic. Total local overhead traf-
fic amounts to over 3,000 cars. USRA viability
formula requires 2.208 carloads per mlle-per
year, this Is excessive.

(3) USna% LINE NO. 007/a39: witaxzucrON AND-
NOMTHEa BRANCH

Traffic for Delaware is not included but
Coatesville-Modena trafflc is included because
handling all this traffic via Penn Central
probably Is not feasible due to topography
and track layout. The 2.7% grade from Penn
Central, to Coatesville is restrictive and pos-
sably unsafe. In addition, the Penn Central
connection to Coatesville uses the westbound
freight and passenger tracks to get to the
Thorndale yards. This would interfere with
several thru freight trains and 13 daily west-
bound passenger trains. Lukens Steel Co. in-
dicated that it produces excessive dimension
loads which cannot be shipped via Penn
Central. In addition, 31,000 cars are moved
between Modena and Coatesville each year
for local operations. Bridge traffic amounts
to approximately 6,300 carloads in 1973 be-
tween Wilmington, Delware and Reading, Pa.
A coal shipper is building port facilities in
Wilmington and plans to ship several hun-
dred thousand tons of coal to Wilmington
from the Pottsville area via the Wilmington
and Northern Branch. If this branch is aban-
doned. this coal trafic plus the existing
bridge traffic would be added to the congested
Northeast Corridor through Philadelphia
adding time and cost to the shippers and the
railroad. It has already been indicated by
USRA that there s an excessive amount of
freight and passenger traffic in the Northeast
Corridor and the abandonment of the WVU-
mington and Northern branch would cer-
tainly aggravate this situation. In 1974.
three shippers received 1035 more carloads
than in the previous year. Although this In-
crease was off-set somewhat by a reduction
In carloads by other shippers due to the eeon-
omy. there was still a net increase of 382 cars,
for the year. One shipper anticipates receiv-
Ing 180 carloads In 1975 compared to 12 In
1974 and has already received 36 cars this
year. No expenditures are required to meet
ERA Class I standards.

(4) US--A LUE NO. 912: GETTYSBUc AVD
HARRISBURG BRANCHS

USRA viability formula requires 234 car-
loads/infle/year. This Is excessive.

95 USiA Lrr N~O. 935: STO!NY CX=EEK rwcH

In addition to the many shippers which
were not previously Identified, the Zenith
Corporation has purchased the Philco-Ford
plant and intends to begin production as
roon as the economic situation improves.
Zenith estimates 600 carloads will be shipped
and received each year when production be-
gins. The Altemose Construction Company is
developing a 5.2 acre industrial park on the
line and several new firms are interested in
the location provided that rail service con-
tinues to be available. The Reading R.R. cur-
rently operates a thru train between Lansdale
and Norristown each night, making about 325
trips per year with 65 to 108 carloads per trip.
This amounts to 28,275 carloads of "bridge
traffic" per year. The Reading has indicated
that moving this freight via. PhiladelphIa
would cost over $100.000 additional per year.
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Other thru freight trains are required to use
this line at times when the Reading to Beth-
lehem line Is blocked or when trains are di-
verted from the Philadelphia to Lansdale line
duo to conflicts with passenger trains. SEPTA
now operates 70 trains daily between Lans-
dale and Glenside Monday thru Friday and 76

- trains on weekends. Between Glenside and
Wayne Junction SEPTA operates 175 trains
daily Monday thru Friday and 160 trains on
weekends. The operation of these commuter
trains sometimes necessitates diverting ore
trains between Philadelphia and Bethlehem
to the Stoney Creek Branch. Increases in
passenger service in the future may require
more freight traffic to be diverted to the
Stoney Creek Branch. No expenditures are
necessary to meet FRA Class I standards.

(0) eSRA LINlE NO. 1009: XESQUEHONINIOG
VALLEY SRHANCH

Coal Potential. Coal mined in the nearby
Panther Valley has traditionally been, pre-
pared, stored and shipped from the Hautc
Valley along this branch. Large refuse banks
remain here which are owned by the North-
east Land Co. and the Kovatch Bros. Sea-
board Industries leases two banks at Nes-
quehoning with 20 million tons, of which
one-third is recoverable.

The Marsden Coal Co. leases a bank at
Hauto with 7 million tons of fly ash which
is about 20 percent recoverable. Both of
these operations will be producing coal for
industrial consumers dependent on rail, and
they plan to ship directly on this branch.

The Greenwood Collieries at Lansford had
routed most of their coal on this branch
through the 17auto Tunnel interchange be-
tween the Lehigh and New England Rail-
road and the Lehigh Valley Railroad. Bethle-
hem Steel recently purchased the Greenwood
Co. along with its estimated 250 tons of
recoverable coal n the Panther Valley and
plan a doubling of production to 800,000
tons a year in the near future. At least half
'of this would have to be routed again over
thO Resquehoning due to its large volume
which cannot be handled by the L&NE alone,
and the fact that this branch allows a direct
access to Bethlehem's steel plants served by
the Lehigh Valley.

Manbeck Dredging Co. leases a refuse bank
froa Greenwood Coal Co. in the" Panther
Valley with over 300,000 tons of recoverable
coal which they expect to ship to.long-dis-
tance industrial consumers from a suitable
tipple at Hauto at the rate of 100,00o tons
a year. Other banks are available for them
to lease nearby to expand the life span of
this operation to at least 10 years.

Remarks. Industrial Parks located along
this line Include Green Acres East and West
and Tidewood East and West. Anietek located
in Green Acres East expects 288 carloads in
1976 * * *. They anticipate 432 carloads in
1977 and 50 -carloads per month when full

-production is reached. Tonolli, located in
Green Acres West, will also require ral serv-
ice. Several now plants can be accommodated
in Green Acres West making rail service im-
perative. At present there are no shippers
at Tidewood East but continued rail service
would attract new users. Air Products and
Chemicals requires rail service for its clear-
ace loads--loads which require special han-
dling and routing due to extreme size and
weight. They expect shipments to increase
to 75 carloads per year by 1976.

The Commonwealth, in its May 15,
1975 Report, set forth the various
policies and criteria that were to be used
In setting priorities for selecting those
branch line rail services to be considered
for assistance. Those policies were as
follows:,

(1) Any line that Is profitable to its carriej
by -sin a ethodology that accurately cal.

- culates avoidable costs, according to the RaJ
Reorganization Act, should be included i-
Conrail.

* (2) A branch line that shows overall
profitability to the ral industry, ever
though segments of It may be unprofitable
should be retained by a restructured or sol-
vent railroad without government assistance

(3) Where freight rates have been ade-
quate to cover operating costs and normal
maintenance, but where maintenance has
been deferred, the restructured or solvent
carrier should bear the responsibility for
rehabilitation. If they don't, the line would
be acquired and rehabilitated using a com-
bination of 70% federal, 20% state, and 10%
local shares with local contributions con-
sisting of local public funds, shipper con-
tributions or a combination thereof. The
level of track rehabilitation shall be deter-

. mined through negotiation with shippers
and local government and as cost effective
analysis. Where required, negotiated sur-
charges, and modified levels of service, work
rules and Increased traffic should cover op-

. erating deficits insofar as possible, The sur-
charges should be Imposed to the level where
truck transportation costs or relocation be-
come as attractive as continued rail serv-
ice or the point where industrial operation
ceases to he price competitive. Various state
programs, including the Pennsylvala Indus-
trial Development Authority, shall be used
insofar as possible to generate greater usage
of the rail line and thus preclude the con-
tinued need for other strategies.

(4) To the extent of a local government's
willingness to participate in a purchase of
service program, insofar as required above
and beyond acquisition modernization and
negotiated surcharges and operating changes
to cover avoidable costs and rental payments,
the Commonwealth will provide an equal
matching share of the program. However, the
Commonwealth will plily participate where
the resulting community Imnacts from loss
of rail service will provide greater losses than
the cost necessary to continue the service.

(5) There shall be no federal and State fi-
nanclal participation either In acquisition
and modernization or-in purchase of service
for lines excluded from Conrail and unprof-
Itable even with rehabilitation an- where
economic loss is less than the needed assist-
ance. However, the State shall lend its exper-
tise in negotiating surcharges and service
standard changes and to arrive at a satisfac-
tory preservation of rail service where local
and shipper contributions are available and
suMclent to preserve service. Where rail serv-
ice abandonment results, the State shall pro-
vide technical assistance for relocation, con-
version to truck transportation, and would
acquire the line for other transportation
purposes where warranted.

(6) The Commonwealth will initially allo-
cate available Federal and State rail assist-
ance funds among regions on the basis of
total needs to preserve service on all worthy
lines and economic conditions in the region.
Actual allocation among individual. lines in
each-region -will be determined on the basis
of regional priorities, essentiality of service
preservation, and detailed negotiations as to
service changes, surcharges and local public
contribution.

(7) The Commonwealth will continue to
subsidize up to two-thirds of the loses o
rail passenger commuter lines not covered by
Federal assistance from the funds under Sec-
tion 402 of the Reorganization Act and ap-
plied uniformly to preserve passenger as well
as essential freight service.

(8) With passage of enabling legislation,
the Commonwealth will provide matching
funds under Section 403(b) of the Rail Pas-

senger Service Act of 1970 to support Inter-
city passenger rail service in corridors con-
sistent with the State Rail PlanA

As required by the US. Department
i of Transportation, Federal Railroad Ad-
sministration Regulations (49 CFR Part

255) and mandated in Section 402(e) (1)
of the RRR Act, the Penn DOT com-
pleted Phase II of its State Rail Plan
with the Issuance of its December 9,
1975 Report. Contained within the Re-
port was a priority list of 93 lines to re-
ceive rail service continuation subsidies
(see Table 1). Penn DOT developed a
screening methodology to determine
roughly what branch lines qualified for
subsidies. Lines were Initially categorized
by Penn DOT in the following manner:

TAnLE .-J RaU smrriecs for which the kutah'
wishes to rcceive assistance ranklkd fit
descending priority order

USRA Des-rlption
No.

1.... 273 Dimellng to 11yuu.
2.... 320 Black Lick Junction, Ind.
3 ..... 328 Youngwood to Ternituv.
4 ____ 18 Millersburg to Ellzabethvllle,.
5__ 303 Prido Run Industrial Track neir

DlzonvIlle (NIP 0.0 to 0.3).
. 100 Hamburg to Schuylkill Haven (Ml

84.8 to 80.0).
7.__ 37 Homer City to Terminus,
8.__ 64 Red Bank to Scheniloy (MP 53.5 to63 .

9 .. 341 Cokturg Branch near Cokeburg.
10.... 1009 Nesquehonin Junction to Tamamend,
11.... 1238 Lackawaxon to Honesdalo.
12..... 921 St. Clair to Dear Run Junctlont QIP

0.0 to 2.9 plus 8.7 to 9.9).
13..... 3O Hunter Run Branch near Yukon,
14.._ 925 Tremont to Pine Grove,
15.... 185/150 laxtonvillo to Selinsrove Junction,
16 .... 1001 Towanda to Dushoro (bll' 231,0 to

249.0).
17.... 345 Westland Industrial Track.
18.... 217 Cunberland, Md. to Bedford, Pa.

(UP 40 to 4.0).
19.... 348A Cherry Valley Industrial Trank at

Burgottstown.
20..... 200 Marinon to Merc rsbur.2l .. 230 Southport, N.Y. to Iiepbutrnville, l'a,

(Ml? 23.Ato 30.0),
22._. 339 Vance MIl Iranch near Bute.
23.... 6151 Falls Crook to Brockway (Ml 19.0 to

22.5).
24--_ 344 Bridgeville to Sygan.
25-.... Viaduct to Grasg Flat.
26..... 651 Falls Creek to Droekway (Ml 22.15 to

27.3).
27...... 333 Coal Lick Run near Uniontown (Ali'

0.0 to 0.2).
28.... 905 Lansdalo to Doylestown,
29 .... 122 Howard to Crenshaw (MP 0.0 to 2.7).
30.... 143 West Chester Branch St West Chester

(MP 29.5 to 29.9).
31.... 900 Oaks to Emmaus Junction (MP 24.0

to 38.0).32.... 1012 Franklin Branch to'ranklln Breaker,
33.... 904 Cheltenham Junction to New town.
34..- 52 Shippiagport to Kobuta.
35..... 9w Chestnut Hill to Wayne Junctlon (M

5.1 to 0.0).
0..... 1007 Laurel Junction to ek (187.5 to

158.2).
7---- 92 Ruppert to Iauceks (MlP 103.4 to 123.0)
38----. 1250 Farrell to Now Castle (MBi' 4.4 to 19.3).
29._ 242A Mill Hall, Ind. at NeElhatten.
40.... 260A North Warren to Warren.
41.._ 128 Kingston to Northumberland (MV

171.0 to 177.0).
42.._1 912 Gettysburg to Carlisle unctlon.
4...__ 223 East Vintondale to Terminus,
44 .... 910 Kutztown to Topton.
45 .... 1008 Delano to Raven Run (31P 11,1 to

165.1).
46 .... 177 Pomoroy to De0 Run (MP 0.0 to 3.7).
47 .... 197B Hamburg to Reading.
4.... 1228 Kingston to NortxAbcrlnld (MI

13.9 to 171.0).
40 .... 142 Colora, Md. to Wawa, Pa. (Mp 21'.0 to

50.7).

U Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase I
Submission to the Federal Railroad Adminis-
tration, op. cit., pp. 111-1/II1-2.
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USBA Desciption
No.

50.. 133 Allen Lane to East Lane.
51-_ 198 North of Frederick, Md. to Spring

Grove, Pa. (MP 33.0 to 3.0).
52... 203 Mechanicsburg to Dlllsburg. .
53 ---. .143 Colora, Md. to Wawa, Pa. (MP 18.0 to

27.0)_
54... 7/939 Elsmere Junction. DeL to Elverson,

Pa. (UP 15.7 to 30.2).
55_---- 257 Brookville Track at brookvila (MP

0.0 to L0).
56__-- 915 Suedburg to Lebanon DIP 0.0 to 9.0).
57 .... 331 Eempfield Junctlon toHermine.
58_.. 252 Wren to Ridgway (MP 6.5 to 92.5);
59--.. 1004 Towanda to Dushore (IP 249.0 to

232).
60-.... 1007 laurel Junction to Rock (I 15.2to

167.1).
61_._ 145 Cockeysville, Md. to Hyde, Pa. (SIP

33.8 to 54.6).
62___ 1006 Pink Ash Junction to Freelhad.
63----.. 1229 Old Line Junction to Nicholson.
6r__. 915 .uaebug toLebanon ( 109.0 to15).
65.__ 0 09 Eshhackto Pottstown(MP 0.0 to L).
66.... 225 Watsontown Section Track at Berwick
67__ 203 Yeagertown to Reedsville.
68_._ 06 Oaks-Emmars Junction (MB 18.0 to

24.0>.
69.- 663 Fairchance to Connellsville.
70--- 190 Cornwall to Lebanon (MB 21.4).
7!__ 177 Pomeroy to Doe Run (MP 3.7 to 5.6).
72--- 239 ' 24 Lawrenceville to Blo~sburg.
73_...- 916 Manheim to White oak (Pi 0.0 to 0.7).
74..- 916 Manheim.to White Oak (MB" 0.7 to 4.5).
75.... 171 Commerce St. Branch at PhIladelphIa-(STA 0 to U plus 43) plus (20 plus.55

to 
2

6plus 96.
76.- 913 urmistown to Middletown.
77-.- -250 Corryto Titusville.
78-- 917 Columbia to Lancaster Junction (MP

38.7 to 39.7).
79.... 924 Rupert to Milton (Mp 16.0 to 169.0).
SO___ 920A. Litit to Sindg Springs (SI 15.0 to

20.0).
81... 647- Red Bank to Elmeron (MB 6L6 to

88.9).
82- 140 Wawato .pland (MB 5.8 to 6.1).
83-.- 941 PrestonBranch.
84.... 942 Grard.Mammoutf CoMery Branch.
85___ 230 Southport. N.Y to Hepbnrnville, Pa.

(SEP-.0 to 69.2).
86._ 1005 Montrose to Tunkhannock.
87__- 91L Carlisle Junction to Gettysburg Junc-

tion (MP-4.5to 6.3).
5.... 6591 Thompson to Mount Camel (MBP 182

to 19.>.
89.__ 35) Jamestown to Linesville (MB1 00.5 to

97.6).
96.-. 12 ltock-Tunction to Jessup (IP 2-7 to

e.7)-
91L- 356 New Castla to Mercer..
92__ 357 Wilmington Juncton to Now Wilming-

Ston.W.__ 935 Norristown to Lansdalo.

Souacn Pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan Phase lI
Submission To Thea Federal Railroad Administmtion,
op; cit., pp.34- ',

(1) Highest priority. If the specific branch.
line.;had 18 or more carloads/mile/year, it
was automatically Included in the "Preserve-
Highest Priority" category * * ".

(2) Medium priority. Even though motor
carriers would be more economically efficient
belovr the 18 carload figure, branch lines with
slightly less than 18 carloads/mile/year have
been. classified as ledium Priority.

In special cases, branch lines were con-
sidered for factors other than the carload
criterion. Such factors as proposed industrial
parks, guaranteed future traffic and move-
menits of special materials (nuclear waste,
for example) were of importance even though
the line was below the 18 carload standard.

in addition, all lines with coal deposits
were studied further to determine the eco-
nomic potential and desirability for local or
State participation In acquisition and "land
banking".

(3) Lowest priority. All other lines are des-
Ignated as "Lowest Priority". No analysis was
done on out-of-service lines unless local rep-
resentatives reported or furnished docu-
mented data-

=

a pennsylvania Statewide Rail Plan. Phase
3: Submission to the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, op. cit., pp. 8-12.

With regard to the six lines which are
the subject of this Report, the following
initial and subsequent priority rankings
were assigned:

Priority making

US RAline No. Penn DOT Penn DOT
report. repcd

DMc.0,1075s Mr. ,1278

145 .. - cl 23
L3 1907t)3....... . 1 :;3

912 ....-.. 42 15
935 ... -3 1
1009...--. -- 10 7

Again, the Commonwealth made an in-
dividual line-by-line analysis of those six
lines studied by the ESPO. The individ-
ual analysis covered the followingsubJect
areas: Federal funds required, line de-
scription, financial and tratic data, Im-
pacts due to rail service termination,
preservation and abandonment costs,
and preservation strategies. Only those
two sections, "Recommended Solutions
For The Continuation or Preservation of
Rail Service" and "Additional Com-
ments" are shown below:

(1) USRA LINE NO. 145: NORTHER; CENTRAL
BRANCH

The Commonwealth will acquire the Ilne
using stdte flood funds for the non-Federal
share.

The Commonwealth will request Amtrak to
provide passenger service over this line under
Section 403(b) of Pub. L. 91-518 when the
State has enabling legislation to subsidize
any losses.

(2) USRA LINE NO. 252: EMPOIIUMI
SECONDARY TRACK

This line will be acquired by the Common-
wealth using local funds for the non-Federal
share.

The commonwealth will acquire this line
only if Conrail will use it for through routing.

The Commonwealth will request Amtrak
to provide passenger service over this line
under Section 403 (b) or Pub. L. 9L-618 when
the State has enabling leZi lation to sub-
sidlze any losses.

(3) USRA LINE NO. 007/930: %VILI NGTONf

AND NORIHE N BRANCH

This line is to be acquired by the Che"a
System.

Should the Chessle acquisition not take
place the line will be acquired by the Com-
monwealth using local funds for the non-

Federal share.

(4) USRA LINE NO. 912: GETTSI3UG AND

rAUMRISBURG BRANCH

This line should be acquired and operated
by the Chessle System. This line will ba
subsidized.

(5) USRA LINE No. 935: STONY CREEX

BRIANCH

This line Is to be acquired by the Che-sIe
System.

Should this acquisition not take place the
line will be acquired by the Commonwealth
using local funds for the non-Federal share.

23087

(6) USPA LI.NE NO. 109: I-UE-EO G
VALLEY BRANCH

This line will be subsidized.

Coal operatlons if Implemented as planned
would produce additional net revenues of
$70,000, in 1976. thls I3 not reflected In the
above table under fund3 required.

On March 1, 1976,- the Commonwealth
revized the priority ranking of its 93 lines
in order to give further consideration to
regional preferences, overhead traffic,
high-and-wide traffic and important con-
necting-line traMc; a total of 63 lines
were ranked (See: Pennsylvania State-
wide Rail Plan Phase ir Submission to
the Federal Railroad Administration:
Supplement). The Commonwealth de-
scribed its methcdology for determining
priorities in the following manner:

The priorities for our State Rai Plan were
basLd on the total carloads and density (car-
loads per mile) for each line plu3 the benefitf
coat ratio of abandonment cost to preserva-
tIon coat. All lines were ranked and Indexed
by total carloads and carloads per mile. The
lines were then merged by multiplying In-
dices and ranking the resultant value. "

Bencflt/cozts for each line were determined
by dividing the abandonment cost * I * for
each line by the annual preservation
coast * *. Al the lIne were ranked accord-
ing to the benefit/coat ratio. By taking the
average of tho two rankings by beneitfcoast
and carload data for each line a priority list
v6*aa devcloped.n

With respect to the future status of
subsidized branch lines the Common-
wealth declared:

It Is not possible at this time to predict
the future of each Individual branch line
In Pennsylvania Our Intent Is to establish
a program whereby we can reevaluate all of
our subsldized branch lins each year as a.
b"' for determining a plan. ot action for
each line.

During the Iast quarter of each year there
will be a reevaluation of the demand and
use or rail freight sfrvices on each line In-
cluded In the subsidy program. Where traffic
s substantially greater or less than expecta-

tions upon which the subsidy program w.as
established, there will be examination. to de-
termine If a higher or lower priority should
be given because of the change.

The Commonwealth's policy of sharing In
the local share of subsidy required to con-
tinuo branch line rail rervice Is dependent
upon appropriations from the General As-
sembly. Penn DOT has recommended that
the State share be one-half of the amount
required of local subsi ilzers to maintain
service. If there are'Insuficent State funds
to provide this portion of the match, a pri-
ority cheme vill be developed that takes into
account the number of jobs protected by
continuing rail services to rail users, the per-
conal income protected by the service, the
number of cars and revenue that would be
lost to railroad trafic and other economl,.
social and environmental factors that are
Important.

Such a rating scheme wil be developed
consistent with the Governor's announced
policy of seeking to preserve needed ral
service to businesses and communities in
Pennsylvania where it Is economically and
socially beneflcaL"

pana ylvanla Statewide Ball Plan Phas
ir Submission to the Federal Railroad Ad.-
minLtration: Supplement, op. cit.- p. 13.

-Ibid., p. 10.
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In a March 23, 1976 letter from David
Barber, of the Penn DOT, to Garold
Thomas, of the U.S. Department of
Transportation, the long-term disposi-'
tion of those six lines studied by the
RSPO was stated in -the following
manner:
(1) USRA LINE NO. 145: NORTHERN CENTRAL

BRANCH

This line Is to be purchased by the Com-
monwealth with service provided without
subsidy by an independent operator.

(2) USRA LINE NO. 252: EMPORIUa
SECONDARY TRACK

The Commonwealth will purchase this line
with any remaining operating deficits paid
by the Commonwealth and/or shippers.

(3) USRA LINE NO. 907/939: VILMINGTON
AND NORTHERN BRANCH

The Commonwealth intends to purchase
this line with freight service provided by an
Independent operator.

(4) USRA LINE NO. 912: GETTYSBURG AND
HARRISBURG BRANCH

The Commonwealth intends to purchase
this line with non-subsidized service to be
provided by an independent operator.

(5) USRA LINE NO. 935: STONY CREEK
BRANCH

This line Is to be purchased by SEPTA
with continuing local frelght deficits paid by
the shippers.

(6) USRA LINE NO. 1009: NESQUEHONING
VALLEY BRANCH

Conrail owns this line. Continuing oper-
ating deficits are to be paid by the shippers.

On August 3, 1976, the Commonwealth
updated Its rail plan once again. This
revision also included statements of the
Commonwealth's intentions for the long-
term disposition of each line included
in the State Rail Plan. With regard to
the six lines which are the subject of
this Report, the Pennsylvania Depart-
ment of Transportation stated the fol-
lowing:
(I) USRA LINE NO. 145: NORTHERN CENTRAL

BRANCH

The Commonwealth intends to designate
an operator for this line once rehabilitation
work is completed. Initially, local freight
service will be provided between York and
New Freedom. In the longer term, the line
will be restored to Cockeysville, Md., with the
cooperation of Maryland DOT so that through
freight and passenger service can be provided
between York and Baltimore.

(2) USRA LINE NO. 252: EPORIUr SECONDARY
TRACK

The Commonwealth has purchased this line
(from Warren to Kane). Operating deficits
will be paid by Commonwealth and/or rail
users. The Commonwealth intends to make
this line availablb for through freight and
passenger service (Conrail is the designated
carrier).

(3) USRA LINE NOS. 907/939: WILMINGTON AND

24ORTHERN BRANCH

The Commonwealth intends to purchase
this line and to have Rall Development, Inc.,
operate this line in conjunction with USRA
Line No. 142.

(4) sa INE NO. 912: GETYSBUG AND provision of rail service continuation
HARRISBURG BRANCH payments, the acquisition or moderniza-

The Commonwealth intends to purchase tion of rail properties, including the pres-
this line with service provided by an inde- ervation of rights-of-way for future rail
pendent operator, service, the construction or improvement
(5) USRA LINE NO. 935: STONY CRX BRANCH of facilities necessary to accommodate

the transportation of freight previouslySEPTA has purchased this line. Continuing moved by rail service, and the cost of
local freight operating deficits will be paid operating and maintaining rail service
by rail users, facilities such as yards, shops, docks or

(6) USRA LINE NO. 1009: NESQUEHONING other facilities useful In facilitating and
VALLEY BRANCH maintaining main line or local rail serv-

Conrail holds a long term lease to the& ice.' 3 The RRR Act provides a detailed
property and will eventually own it outright, procedure for the determination of rail
Continuing operatilig deficits are to be paid service continuation payments; however,
by the rail users, from the language of section 402 and

RESULTS OF THE RSPO EVALUATIONS from the funding provisions of the RRR
Act, as amended by the RRRR Act, It Is

The remainder of this summary con- clear that a service continuation subsidy
sists of a descussion of the results of is to be viewed as a short-term transi-
RSPO's in-depth evaluations of the six tional measure and not as a permanent
Pennsylvania lines. Full evaluations of solution to the problem of a light-density
the individual lines will be published sep- line.
arately at a later date. Included in the There are numerous alternatives to rail
present discussion are summaries of the service continuation payments which
evaluations of each of the lines and of could be employed by the State of Penn-
the actions which may be necessary to sylvania. However, before examining
make the lines economical. The Office these alternatives, It Is necessary to dis-
has found that there are many actions cuss the question of rehabilitation of the
which could be applied to all of the lines; lines. The Office has concluded from its
therefore, this discussion will first ana- study that, for almost all line segments
lyze those actions capable of general examined, unless the individual lines are
application. It will then briefly discuss rehabilitated to at least FRA Class I
the lines on an individual basis, identify- standards, Implementation of any other
ing the lines, some of their specific prob- courses of action will not prove suffncient
lems, and the actions best-suited to to nake the lines economical. In some
dealing with those problems. cases, lines which could ordinarily be
ACTIONS WHICH MAY BE NECESSARY FOR served easily in one day require two days

ALL LINES STUDIED because the trains must literally creep
across the tracks. It Is doubtful that any

For purposes of this report, the courses combination of incentives will serve to
of action which may be pursued in at- increase traffic over such lines as long as
tempting to make the operation of the their condition and, consequently, their
six lines economical have been divided in- service continues to deteriorate, Con-
to five categories: subsidization by the versely, the rehabilitation of these lines
public sector; increased railroad revenue will contribute to an immediate reduction
and/or traffic; decreased railroad costs; in operating costs, and the improved
acquisition by other railroads and/or service over the line should, hopefully,
government entities; and economic de- produce an increase in shipments, lFur-
velopment programs. Each of the alter- thermore, once a line is rehabillated it
natives has certain advantages and will be more attractive to potential rail
disadvantages, and it must be recognized patrons and, in some instances, to rail-
that there is no single "magic" formula roads, which at present are not interezted
for success. Obviously, these strategies in either acquiring or operating it,
are not mutually exclusive, and the par- Among the alternatives to rail service
ticular combination which will prove continuation payments would be a direct
most successful can best be determined payment of an operating subsidy to cover
only after an extensive examination of some specific portion of the branch line
the many factors affecting traffic and costs, e.g., maintenance or operating
market potentials. The ultimate choice costs. Another form would be a general
among starategies may vary with the line subsidy based on factors such as antici-
segment and may be determined by po- pated traffic volume. Such a subsidy could
litical imperatives as well as the die- be variable, e.g., the amount of the sub-
mands of economic efficiency. sidy could vary with the volume of traffic,

Subsidization by the public sector. Di- or the profit, or any specified condition.
rect subsidization by the public sector is One major problem is that with existing
often advanced as the single best alter- branch line data problems, It would be
native to abandonment of light-density very difficult to determine the exact
lines. Proponents of this viewpoint cite amount of subsidy needed. A reliable
the provisions of the RRR Act which im- technique for estimating future de-
ply that,-if it is in the public interest to mands for market conditions for each
continue rail services that are not fl- firm. on the line Is mandatory.
nancially viable in the private sector, the An indirect form of subsidy which
public must be willing to assume at least -could be employed is a user tax applied
partial financial responsibility for the to other modes serving the area, with
losses incurred, the resultant revenues either helping the

Section 402 (a) (1) of the RRIR Act pro-
vides financial assistance "* * in the W 45 US.C. 62.
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brbhch line-'or being used *for other'
economic stimuilusin the area, The main
problem with thisform of subsidy-is that
the basic costs of transportation to area
firms mighf effectively eliminate them
from- mbre distant mirkets and, in ef-
fect, cause a downturn in their overall
business.

Another form of subsidy to be con-
sidered is a paymentby the State or local
authority to rail users for increased rail
use, which would be the same as a rate
reduction to shippers and consignees.
The amount of the subsidy could be de-
termined by how responsive the demand
for rail services was to the reductioi in
rates. If the subsidy were paid for termi-
nating as well as originating traffic, it
would provide a direct incentive to in-
duce consignees as well as shippers to
use rail. A. word of caution, however, is
warranted. An incentive to compensate
for any imbalances found between in-
bound and outbound traffic would have to
be devised to insure the success of a.
subsidy program.

'It should be stressed that a complete
understanding of traffic flows, rates, and
comparative system costs. Is necessary
prior to the implementation of any of
thesubsidy alternatives discussed in this
Report. Rail patron responses provide
little basis for judging the likely success
(or, cost), of different subsidy alterna-
tives. Information must be obtained
through a detailed review of the trans-
portation requirements and market po-
tential for each of the firms on the line
to be subsidized.

many shippers or consignees will not
use rail service unless the service is im-
proved over its current levels of opera-
tion, which. means an increase in costs,
both in operations and maintenance.
The State orlocal authority could grant
a- subsidy either to a carrier or to the
finns using the rail serjice, with the
necessary revenues provided by the users
as a supplemental charge which would
cover both, operating and capital losses
of the branch line. This form of ex-
change would avoid any subsidy and
place the burden of maintaining the
service on-the beneficiaries. In effect, the
objections of an indirect charge from
other modes would be eliminated; how-
ever, the result might well be the same,
an eventual loss of business and rail
trafac to other modes because of the
higher- effective costs of using rail serv-
ice.

Another alternative to direct payment
of a specific subsidy would be some form
of tax forgiveness by the State andfor
local communities and counties; most
branch line deficits appear to be sub-
stantially greater than the revenues
derived from taxes generated on the
branch lines under study. Tax forgive-
ness for rail patrons on the basis of
rail usage is a possibility which also

.ight be considered., Tax relief pro-
grams used in conjunction with other
technique4 would further reduce the ap-
parent cost of supporting rail opera-
tions, e.g., tax relief could reduce the
reported breakeven operating cost and
thereby reduce any subsidy payments. A

NOTICES

rate Increase, In conjunction with tax
relief, could also be employed. Another
combination would be to Increase traffic
yolume In conjunction with tax relief so
that, the breakeven point could be
reached. However, It must be pointed out
that the difference between tax relief
and explicit subsidy Is more illusory
than real. If county taxes are forgiven.
either the burden must be borne by
other businesses and residents in the
county or county services will have to
bereduced. Essentially, this is also true
on the State level.

The local or State government could
assist branch line operations with a va-
riety of other capital subsidy programs
used separately or together with operat-
ing subsidies or tax relief. Such programs
could involve'grants for line rehabilita-
tion and repair; the purchase of equip-
ment; interest rate subsidies; or loan
guarantees. The latter two types of sup-
port are longer range In nature and
might be expected to have little immedi-
ate effects on branch line continuance;
however, if offered in cooperation with
other types of State aid, theymight prove
attractive.
/ Increased railroad revenue and/or
traffic. All possibilities which might re-
sult in increasing the revenues generated
by the lines should be explored. The
adoption of one or more of the following
actions on each line could help to accom-
plish this objective:

(1) A restructuring of freight rates on
traffic on the 'branches Is neccssary.
Based upon the ability of users and con-
sumers to stand the burden, freight rates
need to be increased. An examination of
the users surveyed by thQ RSPO Project
Teams found that on many of the lines
the increased costs to the users which
would result from a rate increase on most
traffic was small, I.e., transportation costs
do not comprise a large share of the total
costs of products shipped.

(2) The effects of reducing rates should
also be explored. In some instances, such
a reduction might result in more reve-
nues through increased traffic than would
an increase in rates, which could have
the effect of reducing traffic.

(3) A surcharge could be placed on all
shipments, either on a per-unit basis or
on the basis of an absolute charge per rail
patron.

(4) Rail patrons and the railroad
could engage in cooperative activities de-
signed to increase business.

Railroad rates are set in a complex way
with many factors given consideration that
frequently result in. charges for particular
shipments having little relationship to the
cost of transporting the commodities moved.
In addition, once negotiated, the rate levels,
as wen as the specific rate, am difficult to
change. It is Imperative that a systems
approach be utilized in examination or the
reasonableness of the level of rates for the
specific branch lines. In many casC3. the
crosssubsldlzation of rates by previous rail
carrier managements may have been utilized
to accomplish a completely different ret of
goals, with a different operating configura-
tion, than those of the present rail opera-
tions.
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(5) Users of a line couldagree toguar-
antee to generate a specific amount of
tonnage per year. Agreements for such
"loyalty" shipments should include a
scale to adjust for future cost changes.

(6) The State should explore the pos-
sibility of taking an active role in rate-
negotiations, either through trying to
help a branch line obtain a larger share
of existing revenues or through encour-
aging shipper routings that would result
in the operating carrier receiving a longer
haul.

(7) Local Industries should be encour-
aged to use the branch line, even. if it
means shifting tonnage from a prefer-
redmode.

(8) An industrial development pro-
gram designed to bring about a greater
diversifIcation of traffic on the lines
rhould be pursued.

(9) The use of team tracks should
also be encouraged.

Reductions in railroad costs. All pos-
sibilities for reducing costs of operations
on the lines should be explored. The
following actions should be considered:

(1) Meetings should be held with the
operating railroads, organized labor, and
other interested parties to examine
whether special labor agreements may
be nEgotiated which might result-in low-
er operating costs and greater produc-
tivity in the service of the branch lines.
Among the things to be considered would
be: crew size reductions; local operat -
ng/work rule modifications; and crew

assignments on main-line and yard
terminal operations. The parties should
also explore ways in which costs could
be reduced by such actions as s-haring
clerical responsibilities.

(2) The State could assume responsi-
bility for vegetation control programs
near highway crossings; maintenance of
highway grade crossings; installation of
highway crossing protection; and other
high maintenance cost items. Individual
communities, with or without State as-
sistance, could assume shared responsi-
bilty for such programs. The State could
also arrange for a reduction of highway
grade crossings.

(3) The State. the operating railroads
and interested parties should also seek to
arrange for those levels of service over
a line which would encourage rail usage.

Acquisitions by other Railroads am/or
Government Entities. Besides subsidizing
light-density lines, whether directly or
indirectly, the State should consider
purchasing some of the lines in order
to continue needed rail service. The con-
cept of State-owned railroads is neither
a new nor novel approach. The States
of Georgia, North Carolina and Vermont
have owned and leased rail lines for
many years.7 Many Individuals expect
more States to adopt this course in the
future; however, the long-term financial
commitments involved in this approach
may not be universally appealing.

t 1-William 1 Black and James P. aunke,
The State and Rural Rall Preservatlon Al-
ternative Stmteg e. (Lex1ngtn: 'ae Coit-
ctt or Stat& Governments. October. 1975).
pp.1-02.
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In considering'whether to purchase a
line, the State must consider the pur-
chase price and the rent to be paid to the
State for use of the line. The salvage
value of the line, assuming abandon-
ment, should be the upper limit of its
purchase price; rent should be based on
the traffic volume generated. Any dif-
ference between the rental costs and the
cost of maintaining the line and the re-
turn the State could have earned on the
funds (through other projects), in effect
would represent the subsidy for the op-
eration of the branch line.

After purchasing a line, the State
could lease the line to a rail carrier for
a specified level of service. This proce-
dure would assure service in instances
where the railroad was uncertain about
the duration of operating assistance
from a State or had failed to adequately
forecast future traffic levels. The State
may wish to take an equity position in
the case of several branch lines to im-
prove its bargaining position in negoti-
ations with rail carrier management
With respect to service levels on other
branch lines. It is important to recognize
that unless a State'purchase/lease-back
or purchase/contract for services allows
a savings on the maintenance or re-
habilitation costs of a line, there is little
to recommend it. In other words, a truly
uneconomic line will not change its per-
formance as a result of a change in own-
ership.

If a State purchased a line and con-
tracted for services, it would be in the
transportation business and have a di-
rect role in the deternilnation of freight
rates over Its portion of the lines. Such
an arrangement could be handled in
two ways: the State could contract with
Conrail or another carrier for a speci-
fled level of service on the branch line
and in turn, sell that service to users; or
the State could publish a set of tariffs
and negotiate the division of revenue as
well as the price that Conrail or another
carrier could charge for providing terv-
ice over the branch line.

Another alternative to maintain rail
service would be ownership by groups of
local shippers, employees, or other rail
carriers. Under such an arrangement,
the owners might lease the line to Con-
rail or some other carrier and contract
for desired service levels. The local group
might also decide to operate the branch
line as a shortline railroad; however, it
must be recognized that the assumption
behind all such proposals Is that the new
owners can operate the line at lower
cost or generate more traffic revenues
than the prior rail management. n these
types of proposals,-lower costs are ex-
pected to result from "improved" labor
conditions and the use of different tech-
niques for maintenance and operation.
Same shortlines have operated with less
restrictive labor rules, but unless bet-
ter service levels result, it cannot be as-
sumed that local businesses, even with
a financial interest in the railroad, will
assure greater freight revenues and prof-
its. Shortline. revenues, to.a large ex-
tent, depend upon the rate divisions or
freight absorption worked out with the
main line carriers, and the feasibility of

such ownership proposals must be ex-
amined with care. There is an advan-
tage in placing the responsibility and
control in the charge of those who bene-
fit most directly from the preservation
of the service. However, it must be real-
ized that n many cases these -are small
businesses and their managements sim-
ply may not be capable of running their
business and a railroad at the same time.
It is suggested that the State might have
to play a significant role in freight rate
negotiations and be ready with subsidy if
the operation failed. Such failure would
obviously- reflect on the financial via-
bility of the owners: of. the.branch line
and could result in the failure of the
firms involved and economic catastrophe
for the entire region.

It should be noted that a State may
use Federal funds under the RRR Act, as
amended, to purchase the lines or to
provide for their operation and rehabili-
tation to FA Class I standards through
accelerated maintenance.: The State can-
not do both. In other words, once a State
uses the funds to purchase a line, it can
no longer receive .Federal funds for the
operation or the rehabilitation of that
line. Therefore, it would be to the State's
advantage, whenever It decides that it
wants to acquire a line, to postpone ac-
quisition until the line has been rehabili-
tated.

It should also be noted that in some
cases, it may prove cheaper in the long
run for a State to rehabilitate the line
and actually give that line to a profitable
railroad, than for' the State to continue
to participate in paying for' subsidized
operations over that line.

One other alternative that should be
considered by the State is the preserva-
tion of rights-of-way. If a decision is
made with regard to a particular line
that no combination of actions can rea-
sonably be expected to make operation of
the line economical, the State must con-
sider whether the line should be pre-
served for the future. A State may have
quite distinct interests in the preserva-
tion of a right-of-way and the preser-r
vation of operations over it. Even If a
right-bf-way has little present potential,
its dismantling could have a serious fu-
ture, impact on the area in which it Is'
located. 'Furthermore, as energy costs
increase _in the future, motor carriers
may lose their competitive advantage in
serving industries located on some of. the
light'-density lines, and many of the costs
and service disadvantages of these lines
may decline.

Economic' development programs to
attract rail-dependent industries. Every
possible effort should be- expended to at-
tract rail-dependent industries to light-
density lines. Essential to the achieve-
ment of such a goal is the rehabilitation
of the lines, since-new industries will not
even consider locating-on a line which
is not up to at least FRA Class I stand-
ards. Even when a line is n good condi-
tion, however, the competition to attract
industries is extreme.* As David Rich-

'The recent establishment of a Volks-
wagen "Rabbit" assembly plant at New Stan-
ton, Pennsylvania, is a classic example of
the lengths to which development groups

mond, the Economic Development Dire-
tor of the Columbus Area Chamber of
Commerce (Indiana) pointed out, "While
some 3,500 new Industrial plants arc
built each year, 16,000 development
groups are at work trying to lure them"."
It should also be recognized that while
available rail transportation is an im-
portant criterion n site selection, it IS
only one of many and in a number of
cases is actually the least important. In
discussing the U.S. Steel Corporation's
decision to locate a major steel mill in
Conneaut, Ohio, Eliot Janeway made the
following observation:

* * * The consideration that stamps Con-
neaut, Ohio as a growth center of the future
is neither accidental nor whimsical.
- Conneaut will be a major steel mill center

because it already is a minor water shipping
point. The day has long since passed whlln
cheap rail transportation costs invited major
industrial facilities to locate inland,

Nowadays the pressure to Out the cost- of
handling basic bulk materials dictates the
choice of coastal sites for major indu9trIal
facilities.

It should be further noted that some
of the methods listed earlier that could
be employedto keep an excluded line in
service, such as a rail patron surcharge,
may actually discourage new industries
from locating on that line. All other fac-
tors being equal, a decision by a prospec-
tive rail user to locate on a rail line ex-
cluded from Conrail generally Involves
a much higher risk than a similar de-
cision to locate on a profitable railroad.

IpNE-BY-LNE ANALYSIS

USRA Line No. 145: Northern Central
Branch. The Northern Central Branch,
formerly part of the Pennsylvania Rail-
road, extends directly north from Balti-
more, Maryland (milepost 1.0) across the
Maryland-Pennsylvania State Border

will go to secure industries. The reported n-
itial package of incentives offered Volks-
wagen included the following:

The company would be exempted from
franchise and realty transfer taxes.

The Pennsylvania Industrial Development
Authority would grant a $40 million loan
to buy an unused Chrysler Corporation plant
for the auto firm to lease.

The State would spend $30 million on high-
way and rail links to the plant.

The State would waive 95 percent of local
taxes, the first two years and 50 percent the
following two years.

The State would arrange for employee
training.

The State would provide a $135 Million
tooling loan (Volkswagen decided later to
do its own financing on this proposal when
negotiations with Pennsylvania became
snagged).

Source: "Rabbits In The Cabbage Pateh."
The Wan Street Journal, Vol. OsXXXVflI,
No. 6, August 17, 1970, p. 18; "GOP Study
Queries VW Plant Figures," The Washington
Star, No. 275, October 1. 1976, p. -,; Terry
P. Brown, "VW Delays Start-Up Date At Its
Facility In N ew Stanton: Parts Problems Do-
velop," The. Wall Street Journal, VOL
CLM M, No. 68, October 0, 1970, p. 2.
VDavid Richmond, "Aunericans Battle Pea

Industry," The Republic, Juno 10, 1970, p,
A-1.

REliot Janeway, "U.S. Steel Bets Against
Inflation," The Washington Star, July 7,1970,
p. A-19.
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(milepost 35.6) through New Freedom
(milepost 37.1), Shrewsbury (milepost
38.6)-, Seitzland (milepost 41.0), Glen
Rock (milepdst 41.8), Seitzvlle (milepost
44.9),.Smyser (milepost 47.0) and Hyde
(milepost 54.6) to York (milepost 57.2),
a distance of 56.2 miles. The RSPO ana-
lyzed only that portion of the Northern
Central Branch from York (milepost
57.2) to the Pennsylvana-Maryland
State Border (milepost 35.6), a distance
of 21.6 Miles. York traffic is not included
in-this line analysis since it is being
served by Conrail The line connects at
York with Conrail's Harrisburg line, Con-
fail's Federick line, and the Western
Maryland's (Chessle System) line to
Hanover. At New Freedom the line also

connects with the inactive Stewartstown
Railroad. That portion of the line which
is located in Pennsylvania serves portions
of York County. USRA Line No. 145 has
not been operated In Pennsylvania since
June, 1972, due to washouts occasioned
by Hurricane Agnes; passenger service
ceased on May 1, 1970. The Common-
wealth has expressed an Interest in pre-
serving the right-of-way for possible res-
toration of rail sdrvice between Balti-
more and Harrisburg, as a "back-up
route" for the freight and passenger traf-
flc now being carried over the North-
east Corridor. As a result of this interest,
Pennsylvania has acquired the portion
of the line between Hyde and the Mary-
land State Border.

Figure 1: USRA Line No.

tout of

145

§state owne4 *under subsidy

The Northern Central Branch serves
an area of the State which is charac-
terized by a mixed agricultural and in-
dustrial economy. While the termini,
Baltimore and New York, are substantial
industrial and urbanized areas, the re-
maining towns within York County,
around the branch line, serve primarily
as trade and distribution centers for
the surrounding agricultural areas.
Farming in York County is generalized
in nature, with both field and truck crops
and cattle raising contributing impor-
tantly to the County economy. Tobacco
is grown to a certain extent along the
Susquehanna. Dairying also isof signifi-
cance. The branch line is located in a
relatively hilly area on the edge of the
Piedmont Plateau, an area which never-
theless Is well suited to both industrial
and agricultural activity.According to the 1960 and 1970 Census
of Population, population in York County
increased significantly over the past two
decades. Between 1950 and 1960, popu-
lation rose by 17.6 percent, including 3.4
percent net In-migration from nearby
urban centers. During the succeeding
decade, population rose once more by
14.4 percent, again including 4.5 percent
net in-iigration. By 1970, York County
had a total population of 272,603 persons.
Although agricultural activity is signifi-
cant in the County 56.3 percent of the
population was classified as 'rban in
1970.

The 1970 labor force in York County
was 119,195 persons, of whom 2.2 per-
cent were unemployed. Analysis of em-
ployninent distribution showed that 43.2
percent of all Jobs in York County were
generated by the manufacturing sector,
while wholesale and retail trade contrib-
uted another 18.8 percent. Government
Jobs amounted to only 9.2 percent of the
total, while the service sector accounted
for only 5.1 peircent. The construction
industry provided Jobs for 6.2 percent
of all workers, a reflection of the rapid
rate of growth in the County over the
past two decades. The picture thus
painted by both the Census and County
Business Pattern data is that of a
highly developed nonagricultural sector
in York County, with a well balanced
manufacturing structure, dominated by
machinery and fabricated metals.

According to Census data, the rural
nonfarm population In York County in
1970 was 107,560 persons. The farm pop-
ulation was a healthy 11,523 persons, a
figure which represented a 29.3 percent
decline from the 1960 level. York County
reported 2,978 farms in 1970, averaging
109 acres in size. Average farm revenue
was $21,418 at that time. Revenue sources
were relatively balanced, with field and
truck crops contributing 27 percent of all
farm revenue, livestock contributing 27.8
percent, and dairying contributing 25.7
percent. Poultry and poultry products
also contributed 19.3 percent. 39.1 per-
cent of all County farms showed sales
between $10,000 and $40,000 per year.

Census data indicate that value added
by manufacturing in York County in
1967 was $594.5 million, a 52.9 percent
Increase over the 1963 level Thesefigures
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Indicate strong manufacturing growth
over that period. -

Of the towns In and around the branch
line In Pennsylvania, only York is fully
analyzed In the 1970 Census. At that time
the town had 50,335 Inhabitants.

Census data show that York County
has experienced strong and diversified
growth over the period since 1960. Both,
agriculture and industry have expanded,
n a mutually reinforcing growth pat-
ten. This strong growth can be expected
to continue in York County over the near
future.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
local rail patrons, the Stewartstown Rail-
road, and Information received from the
Penn Central during the railroad re-
structuring in 1974 provided the RSPO
Project Team with a list of 29 firms that
were alleged to have used the Northern
Central Branch. Of these 29 firms, one
firm was listed twice and local officials
and rail patrons had no knowledge of
the existence of a second firn. The re-
maining 27 firms were judged capable of
generating carload business and were
interviewed by the RSPO Project Team.
The other 'businesses in these towns are
almost exclusively small commercial and
retail establishments that rely entirely
on motor carriers to handle their pre-
dominantly small shipments.

Of the 27 finms interviewed, one firm
stated that it had never used the railroad
and had no intention of using it in the
future; two firms, which only moved to
the area after railroad service was dis-
continued in 1972, advised that they-,
could possibly use it in the future; nine
firms indicated that they have used the
line in the..past (between 1952 and 1972)
but have no intentions of using it in the
future. The remaining 15 firms could be
considered as potential rail patrons if
service on the line were restored. Eleven
of the 15 potential rail patrons either are
located in Stewarstown or could be ex-
pected to use the Stewartstown Rail-
road. Only four firms are actually located
along USRA idne No. 145.

Of the 15 potential rail patrons, seven
state that they were not contemplating
any future expansion of their operations;
five claimed that, although they did not
contemplate any future plant expan-
sion, sales were expected to rise; one
recently added a showroom and doubled
the size of Its store; one expected to in-
crease its storage facilities; and one is
planning to build a new-200,000 square

foot distribution center If rail service is
restored.

Twenty-three former rail patrons pre-
sented the RSPO Project Team with in-
formation concerning their alternate
shipping arrangements. FIfteen of the
firms have shifted traffic to other rail-
heads In the general area, using motor
carriage either for the first or last seg-
ment of the Journey. Three firms have
totally abandoned rail service, and five
firms are currently not using rail but may
use it again in the future.,

Field investigations by the RSPO Proj-
ect Team revealed the following basic,
facts about this line: (1) The line has a
limited number of potential rail patrons
and commodities; (2) most of the poten-
tial rail patrons are located in and
around Stewartstown; (3) the line gen-
erates primarily terminating traffic; (4)
with but few exceptions, appreciable
business expansion by potential rail users
is not projected for the immediate future;
(5) a number of firms have already sfic-
cessfully shifted traffic to other modes or
railheads; (6) the area lacks any major
rail-oriented industries; (7) there is no
evidence of any industrial planning or
development along the entire line from
York to the Pennsylvania-Maryland
State Border; however, there is some in-
dustrial development along the Stewarts-
town Railroad; (8) sewage treatment
plants in the area have restrictions on the
kinds of industrial waste they will handle
and these xestrictions serve as an impedi-
ment to the location of large industrial
plants; (9) future rail-oriented industrial
development along this line would also be
difficult because of the terrain and flood-
ing problems; (10) the railroad plant Is
deteriorated; (11) current potential rail
users would simply be unable to support
a viable railroad operation; (12) a num-
ber of former users of this line have
either gone out of business or relocated
since the closure of the line in 1972; (13)
future traffic projections by vaious indi-
viduals were neither realistic nor sub-
stantiated; (14) currently, the line can-
not become economically viable without
the inclusion of overhead traffic which is,
of course, non-captive to this line; and
(15) because of certain rail operation
difficulties (curvatures; grades; suscepti-
bility to flooding and washouts; and
track configurations in the Baltimore
area) along the line, it is doubtful
whether USRA Line No. 145 can handle
large volumes of traffic economically.

COrcLvUsroNS

At this time, and under the present
conditions, U8RA Line No. 145 does not
have sufficient available or poteatkll rail
users in Its vicinity to economIcally Jus-
tify the resumption of servics on the lne.
However, retention of the right-of-way
may be desirable In view of the' Interest
expressed by the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania for Its retention as a
"back-up" route for the Northeast Cor-
ridor. Moreover, the line from New Free-
dom to Stewartatown is not totally with-
out economic viability. The following ac-
tions might be purused to enhance the
prospects for resumption of service over
the Pennsylvania portion of the line:

The option of operating this line as a short
line railroad owned by an independent and/
or rail patron operator should be considered.
It should be determined, whether the now
operator could attempt to renegotiate rates
based on the cars being terminated at York
and could assess patrons on the line a :Uat
charge for handling their traffia between
York and their siding or the nearest team
track. However, due to extensive damages
inflicted by Hurricane Agnes in 1072, the
line is presently Inoperable, and before this
approach could be Implemented, the line
would have to be rehabilitated to at least
FHA Class I track standards.

The future viability of the line, after re-
habilitation might be improved by upgrading
team track facilities along the line and pro-
moting their use.

USRA Line No. 252: Emporium See-
ondary Track. The Emporium Secondary
Track, formerly part of the Pennsyl-
vania Railroad, extends eastward from
Erie (milepost 0.0) through Warren
(milepost 66.5), Stoneham (milepost
69.9), Clarendon (milepost 72.5), Tlona
(milepost 75.3), Sheffield (milepost 78,),
Roystone (milepost 82.6), LUdlow (mile-
post 85.5), Kane (milepost 94.7) and
Ridgeway (milepost 117.9) to Emporium
(milepost 150.0), a distance of 150.0
miles. The RSPO analyzed ony that por-
tion of the line from Warren (milepost
66.5) to Kane (milepost 92.5), a distance
of 26.0 miles. This portion of the E m-
porium Secondary Track is being oper-
ated under subsidy by Conrail. At Kane
the line connects with the Chessie Sys-
tem.

The Commonwealth has purchased the
Warren to Kane section of the Emporium
Secondary Track and Is Interested in
Its use by Conrail as a portion of a
through route between Erie and the
Warren oil fields and Eastern Pennsyl-
vania.
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The Warren to Kane segment serves
portions of both McKean and Warren
Counties.

The Emporium Secondary Track serves
an area of the State which is extremely
mountainous and is characterized by a
mixed economy of agriculture and indus-
try. -Extensive petroleum deposits are
found in this portion of the State, and
some industry has developed around that
resource. Such farming as takes place
is either specialized dairy farming or
general farming emphasizing truck
crops. Because of the topography, there
is not extensive urbanization in any of
the Counties served by the branch line.

The 1960 and 1970 Census of Popula-
tion indicate that neither of the Coun-
ties experienced significant population
growth over the past two decades. In-
deed, McKean County experienced a de-
cline. Warren County saw population in-
crease by 6.8 percent between 1950 and
1960, strongly influenced by net out-mi-
gration of 4.5 percent. Between 1960 and

§state ovmed' :under subsidy

1970, population'increased by only 4.6
percent, again partly because of out-mi-
gration. The 1970 population was 47,682
persons for the County; only 27.3 per-
cent were classified as urban. McKean
County, in contrast, showed a decline
of 3.7 percent in population between 1950
and 1960, largely because of net out-mi-
gration of 14.9 percent. Because of the
same phenomenon, between 1960 and
1970, population declined by 4.8 percent.
The 1970 population was 51,915 persons;
39.5 percent were classified as urban.

According to the 1970 Census, Warren
County had a labor force of 18,064 per-
sons, with an unemployment rate at that
time of 3.4 percent. Analysis of employ-
ment distribution showed 39.1 percent
of County workers in manufacturing,
19.8 percent in trade, and 16.8 percent
in government activities. Data from
County Business Patterns: 1974 provide
a better view of Warren County em-
ployment. In 1974, 229 workers In the
County were employed in the construc-

NOTICES

Figure 2: USRA Line No. 252

" " FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 87-THURSDAY, MAY 5, 1977

23093

tion sector. A total of 6,144 were em-
ployed In manufacturing, mostly in pri-
mary metals, fabricated metals, and pe-
troleum and coal. Machinery and elec-
tric equipment also supported a signifi-
cant number of workers. Lumbering em-
ployed 262. Wholesale and retail trade
in the county employed slightly more
than 3,300 workers, and the service sec-
tor gave Jobs to 1,560.

McKean County had a 1970 labor force
of 20,665 persons with an unemployment
rate of 5.5 percent. Analysis of job dis-
tribution showed 41.0 percent of work-
ers In manufacturing, 16.9 percent in
trade, 11.1 percent in government, and
5.9 percent in services. Data in County
Business Patterns: 1974 provide a more
detailed picture of employment. At that
time, 582 persons were employed In min-
Ing, and 348 in construction. lanufac-
turing provided Jobs for 8,250 persons
mostly In petroleum and coal mining,
fabricated metal production, electrical
equipment manufacture, and stone, clay,
and glass manufacturing. Food and food
products and lumbering also provided
significant employment. In the non-
manufacturing sectors, wholesale and
retail trade employed 2,481 workers, and
the service sector employed 1,927.

The overall picture presented by the
Census and County Business Patterns
data is that of a somewhat diversified
non-agricultural economy in the area,
dominated by heavy industry. The elec-
trical equipment industry and indds-
tries related to petroleum, coal, and iron
ore loom large in the employment pic-ture.

Of the towns in and around the branch
line, only Warren was analyzed in the
1970 Census. Warren had a population
of 12.998 persons In 1970 and an unem-
ployment rate of 33 percent. Slightly
more than one-third of its workers were
employed in manufacturing, while 47.9
percent of all workers were classified as
white collar.

Census data thus shows the area.
around the branch line to have experi-
enced limited growth over the past two
decades or to have suffered declines in
Important economic indicators. The
dominance of heavy industry in the
manufacturing sector, particularly in-
dustry susceptible to cyclical influences,
suggests that the area will not experi-
ence a stable growth pattern over the
near future.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
local rail patrons, and information re-
ceived from the Penn Central during the
railroad restructuring in 1974 provided
the RSPO Project Team with a list of
26 firms that were alleged to have used
the Warren-Kane line. Of these 26 firms,
local officials and rail patrons had no
knowledge of the existence of two firms,
and 14 firms were served by the non-
subsidized Conrail portion of the Em-
porium Secondary Track. However, two
of these 14 firms used USRA Line No.
252 for their overhead traffic shipments.
The remaining ten firms were judged
capable of generating carload business
and were interviewed by the ,SPO Proj-
ect Team. The other businesses in these
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towns are almost exclusively small com-
mercial and retail establishments that
rely on motor carriers to handle their
predominantly small shipments.

Of the ten firms interviewed, one firm
stated that it had.never used the rail-
road and had no intention of using it
in the future; two firms, indicated that
they had used the line in the past (be-
tween 1948 and 1976) but have no inten-
tion of using it in the future. The re-
maining seven rail patrons are active
users of the line. Only one of the seven
active users planned any expansion (con-
struction of a new warehouse and-trip-
ling the size of their business).

Field investigations by the RSPO Proj-
ect Team revealed the following basic
facts, about this line: (1) the largest
amount of traffic that moves over the
line is primarily overhead traffic; (2) the
line provides the most direct route for
the overhead traffic of two-rail patrons,
Hammermill Paper Company of Erie and
United Refining Company of Warren;
(3) the line has a limited number of
rail patrons and commodities; (4) the
line generates primarily originating traf-
fic; (5) traffic volume has declined; (6)
in 1973, Penn Central received 80 per-
cent of the total revenue generated by
the line; (7) the line segment between
milepost 66.5 and milepost 92.5 lacks any
major rail-oriented industries; (8) nine
of the firms interviewed directly have
no appreciable business expansion plans;
(9) current potential rail users between
milepost 66.5 and milepost 92.5 would
simply be unable to support a viable
railroad operation; (10) currently, the
line cannot become economically viable
without the inclusion of overhead traf-
fic which is, of course, non-captive to
this line; (11) future rail-oriented in-
dustrial development along this line
would be difficult because of the terrain;
(12) there was no evidence of any indus-
trial planning or development along the
line between milepost 66.5 and milepost
92.5; (13) a certain amount of traffic
generated by this segment is short-haul
business; and (14) certain unusual rail'
maintenance and operational costs are
possible because of the segment's suscep-
tibility to rock slides, flooding and wash-
outs.

For the period May through November,
1976, actual train operations over this
portion of the line generated a net posi-
tive contribution of $12,082, caused pri-
marily as a result of the substantial
volume of overhead traffic. For eleven
months of op eration (April, 1976 through
February, 1977) the line generated 108
carloads of traffic; on and annualized
basis this indicates that traffic levels
have fallen to 40.0 percent of 1973 levels.

CONCLUSIONS

At this time, under present conditions,
USRA Line No. 252 between Warren
and Kane does not appear to be a likely
candidate for non-subsidized operation.
However, the line is not totally without
economic viability because of the over-
head traffic moved over the entire Em-
porium Secondary Track. Moreover, re-
habilitation of the line would reduce
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the time that it takes to service it and
thus reduce the cost of its operation.
In addition, the viability of the line
might be improved by upgrading team
track facilities and promoting their use.

USRA Line No. 907/939: Wilmington
and Northern Branch. The Wilmington
and Northern. Branch, formerly part of
the Reading Company system extends
northwestward from Wilmington, Dela-
ware (milepost 0.0) through Chadds
Ford (milepost 15.2), Pocopson (mile-
post 18.0), Lenape (milepost 18.8),Wa-
waset (milepost 20.8), Northbrook
(milepost 22.9), Embreeville (milepost
25.9) and South Modena (milepost 30.2)
to W&N Junctioif (milepost 64.7), a dis-
tance of 64.7 miles. The RSPO analyzed

only that portion of the Wilmington and
Northern Branch from the Pennsyl-
vania-Delaware State Border (milepost
12.7) to South Modena (milepost 30.2),
a distance of 17.5 miles. This portion the
Wilmington and Northern Branch Is be-
ing operated under subsidy by the Oc-
toraro Railroad. The line connects at
Souht Modena with Conrail and at Els-
mere Junction, near Wilmington, with
the Chessie System. The line crosses the
Octoraro Branch, USRA Line No. 142,
at Chadds Ford, where a connection is
planned between the two lines, The line
is located in Chester County. The Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania has o%-
pressed an interest in preserving this
line as a "high and wide" route.

-Figure 3: USRA Line No. 907/939
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The Wilmington and Northern
Branch serves an' area of the State
which has experienced considerable ur-
ban growth during the past two decades.
Its economy exhibits a balanced mix-
ture of maufacturing, 'services, and
agriculture. Chester County is located
in the extreme western portion of the
Philadelphia SMSA and abuts the Read-
ing SMSA. It is benefited from economic
expansion taking place in Reading,
Philadelphia, and Wilmington.

The 1960 and 1970 Census of Popula-
tion indicate that Chester County has
experienced significant population
growth during the past two decades. Be-
tween 1950 and 1960, population in the

-County increased by 32.3 percent, aided
by'net-in-migration of 16.4 percent,
largely from nearby urban areas. Dur-
ing the succeeding 1960-1970 decade,
population grew by 31.9 percent, with a
-20 percent net in-migration. The total
1970 population was reported to be 278,-
311 persons. A reflection of the increas-
ing urabnization of the County was the
fact that 45 'percent of the 1970 popu-
lation was classified as urban.

The 1970 labor force in Chester
County was reported to be 113,043 per-
sons, of whom 2.1 percent were then un-
employed. Analysis of job distribution
shows that 35.1 percent of County work-
ers were employed in manufacturing,
16.7 percent were employed in trade,
12.9 percent in government, and 6.1 per-
cent in services. Only 4.9 percent were
employed in the construction industry.

Census data indicate that the rural
nonfirm pop'ulation in Chester County
in 1970 was 144,539 persons. Farm pop-
ulation was only 8,637, a 30.9 percent
decline since 1960. There were 2,016
farms in the County in 1970, averaging
118 acres in size. Average farm revenue
in Chester County was $41,027, as com-
pared with a State average of only $24,-
062. A total of 44.6 percent of all County
Iarms had sales annually between $10,-
-000 and $40,000. These data strongl in-
dicate a thriving agricultural sector
with a 'high average farm income. Over-
strong economic growth around the
all, the data for the County indicate
branch line over the past two decades.

-Both manufacturing activity and agrl-
cultural activity have expanded signifi-
cantly, while service and other support
have grown concomitantly. This pat-tern of strong, balanced growth can be

expected to continue Into the near
future.

Geographically, USRA Line No. 907/
939 is located on the edge of the Pied-
mont Plateau, and Is characterized by
hilly to slightly mountainous topogra-
phy.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
loal rail patrons and information re-
ceived from the Reading Company dur-
ing the restructuring in 1974 provided
the RSPO Project Team with a list of
eight firms that were alleged to have
used the Wilmington and Northern
Branch. Local rail patrons and officlals
had no knowledge of the existence of
one of these firms. Two other firms were
not interviewed because of the size and
nature of their businesses. The remain-
ing five firms were Judged capable of
g'enerating carload business and were in-
terviewed. The other businesses in these
towns are almost exclusively small com-
mercial and retail establishments that
rely on motor carriers to handle their
predominantly small shipments.

Of the five firms interviewed, three
stated that they had last used the rail-
road prior to 1970 and had no Intention
of using It in the future. One firm stated
that they were an active rail user until
1973 but had no intention of using the
line in the future; this firm was trying
to sell its business. The single remain-
ing firm is an active rail patron and in-
dicated that It was undergoing an ex-
pansion.

Field investigations by the RSPO
Project Team revealed the following
basic facts about this line: (1) The area
lacks any major rail-oriented industries;
(2) industrial development along the
line is severely restricted by the high
cost of land and the lack of suitable
building sites because 6f possible flood-
ing problems; (3) there is no evidence
of industrial planning or development
along the entire line; (4) currently the
line cannot become economically viable
without the inclusion of overhead traf-
fic which is, of course, non-captive to
this line; (5) the current potential rail
visers would simply be unable to support
a viable railroad operation; (6) a num-
ber of firms have already successfully
shifted traffic to other modes or rail-
heads; (7) the line presently generates
primarily originating traffic; and (8)
the line has a limited number of rail
patrons and commodities.
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Conrail operated this line under sub-
sidy until January 15. 1977. For the pe-
riod May through November, 1976, ac-
tual train operations over the Wining-
ton and Northern Branch resulted in an
operating deficit of $2,506. For nine
months of operation (April through De-
cember) the line generated 10 carloads
of freight. On an annualized basis this
indicated that traffic levels have in-
creased 33 percent over their 1973 level.
Cost and revenue data is not currently
available for the actual operation of the
line by the Octoraro Railroad for the
period since January 15, 1977.

CONCLUSIONS
At this time, and under the present

conditions, USRA Line No. 907/939 does
not appear to be a likely candidate for
nonsubsidized operation. However, once
a planned connection Is established with
USRA Line No. 142 at Chadds Ford
Junction, and if the Octoraro Railroad
Is able to open an interchange of rail
cars with the Chessle System at Elsmere
Junction. the cost/revenue relationship
may improve considerably. Continued
service by the O.toraro Railroad appears
to be the most cost-efficient method of
operation presently available. However,
the viability or the line could probably
be improved by upgrading team track
facilities and, promoting their-use.

USRA Line No. 912: Gettysburg and
Harrisburg Branch. The Gettysburg and
Harrisburg Branch, formerly part of the
Reading Corhpany system, extends
southward from Gettysburg Junction
(mile-post 0.0), through Mt. Holly
Springs (milepost 7.84), Hunters Run
(milepost 9.9), Goodyear (milepost 12.8).
Starners (milepost 14.4), Peach Glen
(milepost 15.0), Gardners (milepost
16.9), Bendersville (milepost 19.5) and
Biglerville (milepost 23.4) to Gettysburg
(milepost 31.2), a distance of 31.2 miles.
The RSPO analyzed that portion of the
line from 24t. Holly Springs (milepost
7.4) to Gettysburg (milepost 32.2), a dis-
tance of 23.36 miles. This portion
of the Gettysburg Branch is being
operated under subsidy by the
Gettysburg Railroad. The line is located
in both Adams and CumberlandCoun-
ties. It connects with Conrail at Mt. Holly
Springs and with Western Maryland's
Hagerstown to Baltimore line at Gettys-
burg.
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Figure 4: USRA Line ko. 912

The Gettysburg and - Harrisburg
Branch serves an area of the State which
has experienced significant urbanization
over the past two decades. Adams County
is in the western section of the York eco-
nomic area. It abuts Cumberland County
to the north, which is located hi the Har-
risburg SMSA. Boti Counties have towns
and cities of significant size and many
small towns servicing surrounding agri-
cultural and forest areas. In those parts
of both Counties where agriculture is
possible, general farming and dairy
farming are the rule. In Adams County,
particularly in the more mountainous
reaches of the County, fruit growing is
common.

The 1960 and 1970 Census of Popula-
tion show that both Adams Courty and
Cumberland County experienced signifi-
cant population growth over the past two

decades. Between 1950 and 1960, popu-1
lation in Adains County increased by 17.4
percent, aided by 1.7 percent net in-mi-
gration. Growth during the succeeding
decade was 9.7 percent, with net out-
migration of 1.4 percent. The 1970 popu-
lation in Adams County was 56,937 per-
sons, of whom 23 percent were classified
as urban. In Cumberland County, popu-
lation increased between 1950 and 1960
by 32.1 percent, including 15.7 percent
net in-migration. During the 1960-1970
decade, population growth was 26.7 per-
cent, again including 15.8 percent in-
migration. The 1970 population for the
County was 158,177 persons, of whom
66.2 percent were classified as urban.

Adams County had a 1970 labor force
of 23,555 of whom 3.1 percent were then
unemployed. Analysis of job distribution
showed that manufacturing provided

36.0 percent of jobs in the County, while
trade provided jobs for another 17.1 per-
cent of County workers. The service sec-
tor employed only 5.6 percent of work-
ers, while construction, reflecting the
heavy population growth, employed
6.8 percent. Government employees
amounted to 10.7 percent of the whole.

Cumberland County had a 1970 labor
force of 68,223 persons, of whom 2.1 per-
cent were then unemployed. Government
was the largest employer in the County,
employing 22.0 percent of all workers.
Manufacturing employed 20.4 percent,
while trade employed 20.8 percent. The
service sector accounted for only 5.9 per-
cent of all workers.

Overall the Census data show a pat-
tern of growth over the past two decades,
in both Counties. Agricultural activity
was strong, despite a declining farm
population. Manufacturing showed solid
if modest increase and is not dominated
by a single industry. This balanced mod-
est growth can, be expected to continue
over the near future.

Geographically, the branch line tra-
verses the southern mountain portion of
the Piedmont Plateau which is a rela-
tively hilly or mountainous region with
forests occupying a significant part of
the land area.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
the Gettysburg Area Chamber of Com-
merce, local rail patrons, and informa-
tion received from the Reading Company
during the railroad restructuring proc-
ess provided the RSPO Project Team
with a list of 47 firms that were alleged
to have used that portion of the Gettys-
burg and Har.risbuig Branch under
study .by the RSPO. Of these 47 firms,
five were located on a non-subsidized
Conrail line, five were listed twice, three
firms were no longer in business and two
firms were unknown to local officials and
rail patrons.

The remaining 32 firms were Judged
capable of generating carload business
and were interviewed. The other busi-
nesses in these towns are almost exclu-
sively small commercial and retail es-
tablishments that rely entirely on motor
carriers to handle their predominantly
small shipments.

Of the'32 firms interviewed, two firms
stated that they had never used rail
service and had no intention of using it
in the future. Five firms indicated that
although they had used rail service in
the past, they had no intention of using
it in thb future. Two other firms indi-
cated that they had' used the line pre-
viously but were uncertain of any future
use. Three firms were found to be users
of the Western Maryland Railroad. The
remaining 20 rail patrons are ttctive
users of the line.

Of these 20 firms,. 16 indicated that
they received or shipped full carloads of
freight. The other four firms indicated
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-that on occasion they would share a car-
load of freight between themselves. Nine
of the-firms indicated that some form
of business expansion was currently une-
derway or contemplated. The remaining
11 firms. expressed no expansion plans.

Field investigations by the RSPO Proj-
.ect Team revealed the following basic
facts about this line: (1) The line gen-
erates primarily terminating traffic; (2)
there are relatively -few patrons that
generate the majority of the traffic; (3)
traffic volume has increased from the
1973 levels; (4) a number of rail patrons
are planning expansions of their facili-
ties; (5) overhead traffic is currently
moving over the line; "(6) there is no
evidence of any industrial planning or
development along-the line; (7) future
rail-oriented industrial, development
along portions of this line wbuld be dif-
ficult because of the terrain; (8) the line
has certain rail operation difficulties,
e.g., grades, susceptibility to flooding and
washouts; and (9) the line has a limited
number of rail patrons.

Conrail's operation of this line between
May and September, 1976, resulted in an
operating deficit of 429,222. For six
months of operation (April through Sep-
tember), the line generated 912 carloads
of freight; on an annualized basis this
indicates that traffic- levels have in-
creased to 114.7 percent of their 1973
levels. The Gettysburg Railroad, which
has operated the line since October 15,
1976, estimates that after one year of
operation the line will. generate a net
positive contribution of $99,240. Over-
head traffic moving over the line between
*Mt. Holly Springs and Gettysburg is in-
cluded in the estimated revenue figure.

CONCLUSIONS

At this time, and under the present
-conditions, USRA Line No. 912 appears
to be a possible candidate for non-sub-
sidized operation. Continued service by
the Gettysburg Railroad appears to be
the most cost-efficient method of opera-
tion currently available. However, the
viability of the line could be further en-
hanced by upgrading the team track
facilities at Gardners, Bendersville, Big-
lerville and Gettysburg, and promoting
their use.

1USRA Line No. 935: Stony Creek
Branch. The Stony Creek Branch, for-
.merly part of the Reading Company
system, extends southwesterly from
Lansdale (milepost- 0.0) through Welt
Point (milepost 2.4), Belfry (milepost
4.9) and Hartranft (milepost 7.5) to
Norri~town (milepost 9.9), a distance of
9.9 miles. The line is owned by the South-
eastern Pennsvlvania Transportation
Authority (SEPTA) and is operated un-
der subsidy by Conrail. RSPO analyzed
that portion of the line that extends
from slightly south of Lansdale (mile-
post 1.5) to slightly north of Norristown
(milepost 9.0), a distance of 7.5 miles.
The line is located in Montgomry County.
The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania has
expressed an interest in preserving this
line as a "high and wide" route.

Figure 5: USRA Line No. 935

xSEPTA owned *under subsidy
The Stony Creek Branch serves a por- ters for surrounding agricultural areas.

tion of the State which is predominantly Generalized farming is the rule in Mont-
urban in character, although there is gomery County, although dairying and
some agricultural activity. Montgomery vegetable production produce significant
County is situated in the northwestern amounts of farm revenue. The County
portion of the Philadelphia SMSA, and Is Is located on the eastern edge of the
contiguous to the Reading SMISA to the Piedmont Plateau, and is distinguished
north. The County has several towns of by gently rolling to hilly topography. ,
significant size, including the termini Data from the 1960 and 1970 Census
of the line, Norristown and Lansdale, of Population emphasize the increasingly
which were of sufficient size to be ana-
lyzed in the 1970 Census of Population. urbanized nature of Montgomery
Mfost towns in the County serve as County. Over the past two decades, the
modest-size trade and distribution cen- County has experienced significant
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growth. Between 1950 and 1960, popula-
tion In Montgomery County grew by
46.3 percent, including 31.0 percent net
in-migration. During the 1960-1970 dec-
ade, population grew again by 20.8 per-
cent, aided by net in-migration of 11.6
percent. The total 1970 population for
the County was 623,799 persons, of whom
81.4 percent were clasifled as urban.

The 1970 labor force in Montgomery
County was 263,318, of whom only 2.4
percent were unemployed at the time.
The County's location in the Philadel-
phia SMSA is evident in the fact that
34.2 percent of county workers were em-
ployed in manufacturing. Another 20.1
percent were employed in wholesale and
retail trade, 6.7 percent in services, and
10.1 percent in government activities.
Construction provided jobs for another
5.0 percent. ,Overall, the Census and re-
lated data show a pattern of strong and
balanced growth for Montgomery
County, and for the region in and around
the branch line. In spite of the County's
proximity to Philadelphia, its agricul-
tural sector remains strong as its manu-
facturing and service activities increase
In size.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
The Lansdale Chamber of Commerce,
the Norristown Chamber of Commerce,
local rail patrons and information re-
ceived from the Reading Company dur-
Ing the rail restructuring in 1974 pro-
vided the RSPO Project Team with a list
of 21 firms which were alleged to have
used the Stony Creek Branch. Of these
21 firms, five were not interviewed be-
cause of their size, type of business or
type of service rendered and two could
not be located. The remaining 14 firms
were judged capable of generating car-
load business and were interviewed by
the RSPO Project Team. The other busi-
nesses in the service area are almost ex-
dlusively small commercial and retail es-
tablishments that rely entirely on motor
carriers to handle their predominantly
small shipments.

Of the 14 -firms interviewed, four
stated that although they had utilized
rail service previously,* they had no in-
tention of using it again in the'future.
Three firms indicated that although they
had not utilized rail service previously
they might use It in the future. One firm.

NOTICES

that bad occasionally used the line pre-
viously indicated that any future use
Would be on an emergency basis only and
one firm was using the line only as a
convenient storage site for a specialized

.rail car. The remaining five firms were
active rail users.

Field investigation by the RSPO
Project Team revealed the following-
basic facts about this line: (1) the line
generates primarily terminating traffic;
(2) the Reading Company received only
18.5 percent of the total line revenue in
1973; (3) carload traffic has declined
since 1973; (4) four commodities -con-
stitute more than 70 percent of the total
traffic; (5) only one current user ex-
pressed expansion plans that might re-
sult in increased use of rail service; (6)-
currently planned industrial develop-
ment is limited to a single limited area
and no construction date has been es-
tablished; (7) development of the re-
mpining available area along the right-
of-way is restricted by the existence of
numerous residential areas, by the exist-
ence of a flood plain and by lack of
existing or near-term extension of sewer
service; (8) the line had previously car-
ried a substantial volume of overhead
traffic including high and wide ship-
ments; a limited number of high and
wide carloads are still being moved bver
the branch; (9) a number of farms have
already successfully shifted traffic to
other modes or railheads; and (10) the
line has a limited number of rail
patrons.

For the period May through Novem-
ber, 1976, actual train operations by
Conrail over the Stony Creek Branch
resulted in-an operating deficit of $1,234.
For eleven months oil operation (April
through February) the line generated
129 carloads of freight; on an annualized
basis this indicated that traffic has de-
clined to 90 percent of the 1973 levels.

CONcLUsIONS

At this time, and under the present
conditions, USRA Line No. 935 does not
appear to be a likely candidate for im--
mediate non-subsidized operation. How-
ever, the line is not totally without eco-
nomic viability, and a number of actions.
could be pursued to enhance the pros-
pects for its continued operation and to

improve Its viability. The following
courses of action should be considered:

(1) The viability of the line might be
improved by upgrading and promoting
the use of team track fadilities along the
line. This might attract more traffic to
the line.

(2) The Commonwealth should con-
sider the resumption of coal deliveries
by rail to the Norristown State Hospital.
Information received by the RSPO Pro-
ject Team Indicates that this could In-
crease tiaffic on the line by 250-300 car-
loads annually.

USRA Line No. 923: Catawissa Branch
and USRA Line No. 1009: Nesquehoning
Valley Branch. The Catawissa Branch,
formerly part of the Reading Company
System extends northwest from Barns,
Pennsylvania (milepost 103.0) through
Lofty (milepost 110.5), and Rupert
(milepost 147.1) to Newberry Junction,
Pennsylvania - (milepost 202.8). The
RSPO analyzed only that portion of the
Catawissa Branch that extends from the
vicinity of Haucks to the vicinity of
Lofty, a distance of approximately 5,0
miles. Although there are no actual rail
patrons on this portion of the Catawlssa
Branch, the Commonwealth included
this line In its request to the RSPO since
the line would form part of,the proposed
"Anthracite Through-Rail Loop," which
will be discussed In detail later In this
report. USRA Line No. 923 Is currently
being served by Conrail under the subsidy
program.

The Nesquehoning Valley Branch,
formerly part of the Lehigh Valley Rail-
road, extends westward from Packerton
Junction, Pennsylvania (milepost 0.0)
through Nesquehoning (milepost 5.9),
Hauto (milepost 10.0), Hometown (near
milepost 16.0), and Haucks (milepost
18.0) to Tamanend, Pennsylvania (mile-

.post 19.2). The line between milepost
18.0 (near Haucks) and milepost 19,2
(Tamanend) Is now out of service. The
RSPO analyzed the entire Nesquehoning
Valley Branch, which is currently being
operated under subsidy by Conrail. USRA
Line Numbers 923 and 1009 are located
solely In Carbon and Schuylkill Coun-
ties; however, the proposed "Anthracite
Through-Rail Loop" line would be lo-
cated in Carbon, Schuylkill and Luzerne
County.
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Although the RSPO, under section 205
(e) (2) of the Regional Rail Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1973, as amended, is only
directed to "* * * prepare and publish
an evaluation of the economic viability
of * light-density lines within [a

* * State which are not designated
for inclusion in the Final System Plan,"
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania also
requested the RSPO to examine the
Pennsylvania Department of Trans-
portation's proposal for serving Hazleton,
Pennsylvania, via portions of the Cata-
wissa Branch and the Nesquehoning Val-
ley Branch.

Anthracite through-rail loop. In an ef-
fort to remove the railroad tracks from
the streets in downtown Hazleton and
to insure continued rail service to pa-
trons on the Nesquehoning Branch and
in the Hazleton area, Pennsylvania's Of-
fice of State Planning and Development,
the Pennsylvania Department of Trans-
portation, the Greater Hazleton Chamber
of Commerce, and others, recommended
development of a so-called "Anthracite
Through-Rail Loop." Under this concept
Conrail would operate trains from and to
Allentown, Pennsylvania in a looping
continuous rail traffic flow pattern (see
Figure 6). Trains out-of Allentown would
enter the "loop" at Packerton, Junction,
travel west along the Nesquehoning
Branch (USRA Line No. 1009) to Haucks
In Schuykill County and continue north
on a portion of the Catawissa Branch
(USRA Line No. 923) to the Lofty area.
The train would continue northeast from
Lofty to Silver Brook Junction, where it
would move over new tracks to be placed
on the former Central Railroad Company

-of New Jersey road bed, and thence to
Audenried. From Audenried the train
would continue north through both
Oneida and Hazleton Junctions to Har-
leigh Junction. From Harleigh Junction
the train would then move east through
Ebervale, Pink Ash Junction and the
Jeddo Tunnel and then south to Ashmore
Junction. From Ashmore Junction the
train would descend the Weatherly grade
southeast to M&H Junction (Penn
Haven Junction), and return to Allen-
town.

In order to complete the proposed
loop, the following actions would have
to be undertaken (see Figure 6):

(1) USRA Line No. 1009 should be reha-
bilitated to PRA Class II track standards.

(2) The high Hometown Viaduct, built
over 40 years ago, should undergo a com-
plete inspection by qualified bridge engi-
neers to determine the condition of the steel
work and footings. According to the Penn-
sylvania Public Utility Commission, 600
bridge ties will also have to be renewed
within 5 years.

(3) A connection should be built in the
area around Haucks to join USRA Line Nos.
923 and 1009.

(4) Set-off and pick-up tracks should be
constructed in the Haucks area for Tamaqua
traffic.

(5) The connection should be restored at
Hazelton Junction (RDG) to join USRA
Line No. 923 and the Old Tamaqua, Hazelton
hAnd Northern Railroad.

(6) About 16,000 feet of track between
Hazleton Junction and Silver Brook must
be rehabilitated to FRA Class II track
standards.

NOTICES

(7) The right-of-way must be acquired served by the branch line experienced
from silver Brook to Audenrled (the road- population decline over the past two dec-
bed of the former Central Railroad Corn- ades. Carbon County showed a decline of
pany of New Jersey) and approximately 30.- 8.1 p
670 feet of track must be constructed over it. percent In population between 1950

(8) A connection must be built at Auden- and 1960, caused primarily by net out-

ried to join the proposed "loop" track with migration of 15.3 percent. During the

Conrail's line.. 1960-1970 decade, the County lost 4.4
(9) Set-off and pick-up tracks should be percent of its population, again largely

constructed In the Humbolt and Valmont because of high out-migration. The 1970
Industrial Park area. population in the County was 50,573, with

(10) A connecting "wye" track must be a median age of 35.6. This latter figure Is
built at Harleigh Junction. considerably above the state median ago

(11) Set-off and pick-up track should be of 31 years, a fact reflected by the 13 per-
constructed in the Ebervale area.

(12) The Jeddo Tunnel must be modified cent of County population age 65 or more.
to accomodate the passage of high cube rail At the time of the 1970 Census, 63.8 per-

cars. cent of Carbon County population was
(13) A connecting "wye" track must be classified as urban. Schuylkill County ex-

built, at Ashmore. I perienced an even more significant de-
(14) Conrairs main line between Auden- cline in population over the past two dec-

ried and Ashmore should be rehabiltated to ades. Between 1950 and 1960, County
PRA Class II standards.

(15) Land for right-of-way must be ac- population dropped by 13.7 percent,

quired for all new congtruction, largely because of net out-migration of
(16) Automatic flasher and/or gate pro- 19.23 percent. During the 1960-1970 dec-

tections must be provided at numerous pub- ade, population dropped by another 7.5
lie vehicular crossings at grade. percent, again mainly because of out-mi-

(17) Labor agreements must be negotiated gration. The 1970 population in Schuyl-
to cover proposed changes. kill County was 160,089 persons, with a

CONCLUSIONS high median age of 37.4 years. Not sur-
prisingly, 13.1 percent of County resi-

At this time, under present conditions, dents were age 65 or more. At the time of
it does not appear that implementation the census, 51.9 percent of Schuylkill
of the proposed "Anthracite Through- County residents were classified as urban.
Rail Loop" concepf will improve or re- Population data thus show a relatively
duce the costs of rail operations; nor urbanized area, suffering from population
does it represent the only alternative decline.
rail operational pattern available. While The 1970 labor force in Carbon County
the actual cosirfigures for completing -was 20,827, with an unemployment rate
the proposed "loop" are somewhat elu- of 2.7 percent. Manufacturing accounted
sive, it has been estimated that it will for the largest segment of jobs in the
cost at least $3 million. One of the stated County, providing 51.9 percent. Trade
objectives of the "loop" concept was to generated another 12.1 percent, while
remove the railroad tracks from the services occupied only 4.2 percent of the
streets of downtown Hazleton. An alter- labor force. Government provided Jobs
native approach could also accompish for 10.3 percent. The employment picture
this objective with a substantially lower of Carbon County is thus one of a rela-
rehabilitation cost while at the same tively concentrated economy, dominated
time continuing rail service to patrons in by a single manufacturing sector, with
the Valmont and HumbodIt Industrial relatively weak service and trade areas.
Parks via the Jeddo Tunnel route. This The 1970 labor force in Schuylkill

- alternative would require the following County was 64,290 persons, with unem-
actions: ployment then at 3.8 percent of the labor

(1) The Jeddo Tunnel must be modified force. Manufacturing provided jobs for
to accomodate the passage of )high cuibe rail the bulk of County workers, generating,
cars. 45.5 percent of all employment. Another
(2) A connecting "wye" track should be 14.7 percent were employed in trade, 4.5

built at Harleigh Junction. - percent in services, and 7.1 percent In
(3) The entire line between Conrail's Ha- construction. Like Carbon County,

zleton shop area and the Humboldt Indus- Schuynkil County showed a relatively
trial Park should be rehabilitated to FRA cncntrte Conoy dminate y
Class 11 track standards. concentrated economy, dominated by a

single manufacturing industry, although

It should be noted either alternative its trade and services sector was some-
will increase the- operating expenses of what more diversified.
Conrail over the present operation. Data from the 1970 Census reveals that

Nesquehoning Valley Branch. The Nes- both Carbon and Schuylkill Counties
quehoning Valley Branch serves a por- were relatively pQpr, as measured by me-
tion of the State which lies in the midst dian family income.
of the Appalachian Mountain chain. It Of the two Counties, only Schuylkill
exhibits a mixed industrial and agricul- County showed significant growth in
tural -economy with generalized farning manufacturing over the 1963-1967 period.
predominating in those areas where Of the towns on the branch line, only
farming is possible. A major portion of Mahanoy City and Jim Thorpe were of
industrial activity is closely related to sufficient size in 1970 to merit an analysis
iron, petroleum, and coal. Neither of the in the Census of Population.
Counties through which the bralich line Census data depict an economic area
runs is located in an urbanized region, which is relatively weak, which Is highly
although both abut at least one of the dependent on one or two major manufac-
SMSA's in the area. turing sectors, and which has experi-

According to the 1960 and 1970 Census - enced little or no economic growth over
of Population, both of the Counties the past two decades.
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The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
the Nesquehoning Branch Line Commit-
tee, the Tamaqua Area Chamber of Com-
merce, local rail patrons and information
received from the Penn Central during
-the ra'ilroad restructuring in 1974 pro-
vided the RSPO Project Team with a list
of ten firms that were alleged to have
used the Nesquehoning -Valley Branch.
Of these ten firms, one, firm was found
to be located on another'rail line, one
firm was no longer in business, and local
-officials and rail patrons had no knowl-
edge of the existence of another-firm. The
remaining seven firms were judged capa-
ble of generating carload business and
were interviewed. The other businesses in
the area are almost exclusively small
commercial and retail establishments
that rely entirely on motor carriers to
handle their-,predominantly small ship-
ments.

One of the seven firms interviewed
stated that it never used the railroad and
has no intention of using it in the future;
the other six firms are active users of the
line.

Field investigations by the RSPO
Project Team revealed the following
basic -facts'oabout this line: (1) certain
future traffic projections were neither
realistic nor substantiated, e.g., the dis-
maihtling of the Pennsylvania Power &
Light Electric generating plant was ex-
pected-to generate 600 carloads of scrap;
(2) the railroad plant is badly deterio-
rated; (3) although there are several in-
dustrial sites adjacent to the line, no
industrial development was in evidence;
-(4) the line has a limited number of rail
patrons and commodities: (5) traffic
volume has declined; (6) the line pres-
ently generates primarily terminating
traffic; (7) certain unusual rail mainte-
nance and operational costs are possible
in the future as a result of the high
Hometown Viaduct over the Little
Schuylkill. River; (8) there are no rail
patrons from the Kovatch Truck Center
facility (milepost 5.9) to Packerton
Junction (milepost 0.0); and (9) there
is recoverable coal in refuse banks adja-
cent to the line.

For the period May through November,
1976, actual train operations over USRA
Line No. 1009 generated a net positive
contribution of $23,309. However, this
amount does not reflect anV payment to
the bankrupt estate for the return on
the valuation of the property. For eleven
months of operation (April-February)
USRA Line No. 1009 generated 294 car-
loads of freight; on an annualized basis.
this indicates that traffic levels have
fallen to 65.6 percent of 1973 levels.

CONCLUSIONS"

At this time, and under the present
conditions, USRA Line No. 1009 appears
to be an economically marginal opera-
tipn. However, the line is not totally
without economic viability, and a num-

ber of actions could be pursued to en-
hance the prospects for Its continued
operation and to Improve Its viability.
The following possible courses of action
should be considered:

The possibility of a Tamaqua Conratl crew
entering the line at Haucks and Eerving rail
patrons on the Nequehoning Valley Branch
should be considered. This would permit the
abandonment of approximately 5.9 m le of
track between the Kovatch Truck Center
facility and Packerton Junction thus reduc-,
ing the costs of the line's operation. There
are no rail patrons between themo points. It Is
anticipated that It would be nezessry to
negotiate labor agreements as a result of the
proposed operational alternative. Further-
more. It would be necessary to construct a
connection at Haucks to join USRA Line No.
1009 with the Catawissa Branch (USRA Line
No. 923). "

Rehabilitation of this line would reduce
the timeo that It takes to .ervice it and thus
reduce the coats of Its operation.

The viability of the line could be Improved
by upgrading and promoting the use of team
track facilities along the line.

Another option which might be con-
sidered is the obtion of operating the
line as a short line railroad owned by an
independent and/or rail patron operator.
It should be determined whether It would
be possible for such an operator to rp-
negotiate rates with Conrail, based on
the cars being terminated at Packertort
Junction and to assess patrons on the
line a flat charge for handling their traf-
fic between Packerton Junction and their
siding or the nearest team track.

COMMONWrEALTnx OF PrWNSYLVAJA&,
DEPARTI.sEr OF rTANSPOrATON,

Harrisburg. Pa., May 4, 1976.
Mr. ALASS FrZWAT,
Director RaIfl Services Planning Office,
Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C.

D.An ALAN: In accordance with Section
205(c) (2) of the Railroad Revitalization and
Regulatory Reform Act of 1970. the Com-
monwealth requests that the Rail Services
Planning Office evaluate the economic vi-
ability of certain light density lines not des-
ignated for inclusion in ConRail.

We believe that, given proper evaluation or
certain operational changes, these lines are
viable.

We shall discuss each of these lines briefly
below instead of supplying backup data at
this time. Any support information at our
disposal shall be made available, of cource.
as you proceed with the examination of the
lines.

Line 2S2 Warren to Kanc.'This line s a
portion of a through route between Erie
and the Warren oil fields and eastern Penn-
sylvania. Thousands of cars and a twice
weekly unit train of wood products desir
to move over this section. Elimination of the
route results in extreme circuity via Buffalo.

Upon our request USRA examined the
line with the overhead traffic In mind. Their
results demonstrated that it was cheaper to
operate over line 212 than routing all over-
,head traffic through Buffalo. ConRail con-
curred but refused to show us their statis-
tical analysis.

The Commonwealth has purchased the
line and, plans to rehabilitate it. Because of
the trafc volume, the line should be oper-
ated without subsidy. Because of Irrational
thinlUng. ConRaIl may continue to route the
trafc through Buffalo. We were unable to
negotiate a solution with them. We need an
impartial analysis to demonstrate the cost
savings to ConRall In using Warren to Kane
as a through route and as a catalyst to a
finding the means of sharing these savings.

Line 145 Northern Central Branch This
branch used to be a through route between
Harrsburg and Washington. The Delaware
and Hudson has expressed interest In using
this shbrt route for reaching Pot Yard. The
Commonwealth has purchased the portion
from York to the Maryland line. North of
York was transferred to ConRail. The portion
Arom the Maryland line south to Ccckeys-
vile was not picked up.

What is needed here is an examination of
the need for the D&H to reach Pot Yard in
their quest to remain solvent in the face of
Big ConRal. Local traffic and a 403 Amtrak
route would contribute to revenue. There is
good local p-'senger service potential on this
line.

Lines 912, 935 9071939 High and WIde
Routes. 7nsufficlent consideration was given
by USRA for the protection of high/wide
routings. The Commonwealth has preserved
these routes thus far, but In future years.
as local shippers bear an increang financlal
burden in preserving routes that, do not
pertain to their businesses, the routes will be
In jeopardy. P-PO must locate the endan-
gered high/wide routes and determine the
cost to business and society if they cose.

Lines 1009 and 923 Hazleton Connection.
The City of Hazleton is currently served via
the old Lehigh Valley line from Penn Haven
Jet. over a grade in exce- of 2, . In
order to serve west Hazleton industrial parks.
the trains must operate through either
Hazleton's downtown streets or a switchback
at Valmont that Is totally restrictive for
through trains.

Harleton wants the tracks removed from.
its streets in order for urban renewal projects
to proceed. The excessive grade and Valmont
svItehbck make the northern loop route
unfeasibl.

PennDOT proposed that Hazleton be sarved
via the Nesquehoning Valley branch (1009)
and Catawlc-i Branch (923). This can be
accomplished by replacing the switch at
Tamanend and bulding a short connection
to the Lehigh Valley (ConRall) line at the
Lofty tunnel. This route is shorter and less
steep with cost savings both to ConRai l and
the subsidized lines. Hazleton's urban re-
newal problems, also, will be re-olved.

RSPO should examine this attempt to ra-
tionalize the system 'to impartially calculate
the cost savings involved.

We believe all of these situations represent
attempts on our part to offer constructive
improvements to the eastern railroads and
savings to society. RSPO is in the position
to provide great =--istance to both shippers
and the carriers In matters or this sort. We
look forward to working with you In explor-
ing these problems.

Respectfully yours.

E. L, sersT~bir.
DeputYi SecretarY,

Local and Area Transportation.

IFR Doc.77-12824 iled 5-4-77;8:45 am]
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NOTICES

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION
[AB 26 (SDM)]

SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.
System Diagram Map

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the requirements contained in Title
49 of the -Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 1121.22, that the Southern Railway

1AB 26 (SDM) includes its consolidated
subsidiaries: AB-27 (SDM), The Alabama
Great Southern Railroad Company; AB -28
(SDM), Central of Georgia Railroad Com-
pany; AB-29 (SDM), The Cincinnati, New
Orleans and Texas Pacific Railway Company;
AB-30 (SDM), Georgia Southern and 1lorida
Railway Company; AB-64 (SDM), Chatta-
nooga Station Company; AB-118 (SDM), Al-
bany'Passenger Terminal Company; and AB-
125 (SDM), Norfolk Southern Railway Com-
pany.

Company and Its consolidated subsid-
iaries, has filed with the Commission its
color-coded system . diagram map in
docket No. AB 26 (SDM). The maps
reproduced here In black and white are
reasonable reproductions "of that sys-
tem map and the Commission on April 5,
1977, received a certificate of publica-
tion as required by said regulation which
i considered the effective date on which
the system diagram map was filed.

Color-coded copies of the map have
been served on the Governor of each state
in which the railroad operate and the
Public Service Commission or similar
agency and the State designated agency.
Copies of the map may also be requested
from.the railroad at a nominal charge.
The maps also may be examined at the
office of the Commission, Section of
Dockets, by requesting docket No. AB
26 (SDM).

ROBERT L. OSWALD,
SecretarV.
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NOTICES

MAP OF

" .Southern Railway Co mapany
& Consolidated 5ubsidiaries
AB-26, A3- 2, AS-28, AS---9, AB-3 . A.. A3-118, AS-'.5.

SYSTEM DIAGRAM MAP
-Z9 CJ.R. 1121.20

APRIL 1. 1 77., 25 5.0 s7o5S 5 100 MIlLES

LEGEND
Desi_-. oz .on o- Car:ere on 6 AS Nur:.en:.
A3-26 -Saurl-.r Ri;er wy C*-r-% SCUI

IAB-27 The A'cborc Great Sou.ern .oulro:= Ca'i=:.'y ,AGSi
I A2-28 Central of G-r:;z'; t=;Ired Co.mpany SC a G
IAB-29 The C:ncinna.i, New Crie.ns nd Texas :oflo i " "CNC%0Ti'
AS-30 Geoc.'o So.*tern and F:o;da Rc ilwoy Cm2"-cy -GS&F

IAB-6-- Chc't-ocrc Station Con.=c-y ,CHT. S,
AB-118 Ab=-, P=sen~er Terri ;no Co.-Gny .?Tl
AB-125 NZ-401k Sow;ern -qclwcy ca,"---y tNS, *

-AP'T 's --n c",!;z:ed co -zn : =- " ofyC G c-d SCL ;R..

shown ;%era are within 5 air -41-.% of a mil line.;
"O C;:ie%. {Sh.-w;ng i.at.-s with 5,000 p~oulz-;v-, or frew er Io-ed within

5 air c-i:a% of a rail line ,t a ?; e z' on S-VSA, ;n

~oundoie to ot;,er setleved points on the line.1

Store bo>undaries.I
County boundaies. Only counties-in wh; h a line ;n Ccteo-ry 1,2,3

or l "s tocoed are named.,

The System Diagram Map is segmented as follows:

I 4 5 1 1

7 8 910112

_ _ t J5 1 1

SegmentecI System Diagram Map
certified to be a true copy of
the original document.

E.G. Kreyling, J. .';.
Vice President-,4iarketing
Southern Railway Company
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SOUTERN RAILWAY COMPANY AND
CONSOLIDATED SUBSIDIARIES

LINE DESCRIPTIONS TO ACCOMPANY SYSTEM
DIAGRAM MAP

APRIL 5, 1977.
Category No. 1-Lines likely to be the sub-

ject of an ICC abandonment or discontinu-
ance application within three (3) years.

Alendale-Furman, S.C.

(a) Carrier's Designation-Southern Rail-
way Company's Allendale-Furman line on
former Columbia-Savannah Line, Piedmont
Division.

(b) State-South Carolina.
(c) Counties-Allendale, Hampton.
(d) Mileposts-M.P C-186.8 to M.P. C-

211.0.
(e) Agency or Terminal Station-none on

line; traffic on line received and forwarded
through Blackvlle-M.P. C-161.2.

Brevard-Rosman, N.C.

(a) Carrier's Designatlon-Transylvania
Railroad Company and Southern Railway
Company's Rosman Branch, Carolina Divi-
sion.

(b) State-North Carolina.
(c) County-Transylvania.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. TR-21.8 to M.P. TR-

32.3.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on

line; traffic on line received and forwarded
through Brevard-M.P TR-21.6.

Greenwood, S.C.

(a) Carrier's Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's Greenwood line on Colum-
bia-Belton-Greenville Line, Piedmont Divi-
sion.

(b) State-South Carolina.
(c) County-Greenwood.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. V-80 to M.P. V-89.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations--Green-

wood-AT.P. 82.4.

Metarie, La.

(a) Carrier's Designation-New Orleans
Terminal Company's Long Siding.

(b) State-Louislana.
(e) County-Jefferson Parish.
(d) Mileposts-M,.P. 0.85A to MiP. 1.80A.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none

on siding; traffic over siding received and
forwarded through Oliver Yard-M.P. NO-
195.6.

Palatka, Fla.

(a) Carrier's Designation--Georgia South-
ern and Florida Railway Company's Palatka
stub end, Coastal Division.

(b) State-Florida.
(c) County -Putnam.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. 285-B minus 800' to

M.P. 285-B plus 1600'.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none

on line: traffic over line would be received
and -forwarded through Palatka-M.P. GA
285.0.

Shuler-Sprngflecd, S.C.

(a) Carrier's Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's Shuler-Sprlngfield line on
former Columbia-Savannah Line, Piedmont
Division.

(b) State--South Carolina.
(c) Counties-Lexington, Aiken, Orange-

burg.
(d) Mlleposts--M.p. C-120.5 to M.P. C-

150.2,
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on'

line; traffic on line received and forwarded
through Columba-M.p. R-108.3 and Black-
vIlle-M.P C-161.2.

NOTICES

Category No. 2-Lines which are under
study and may be the subject of a future
ICC abandonment or discontinuance appli-
cation.

Bristol-Moccasin Gap, Va.

(a) Carrier's Designation-Virginia and
Southwestern Railway Company and South-
em Railway Company's Bristol-Moccasin.
Gap line on Bristol-St. Charles-Line, Ten-
nessee Division.

(b) State-Virginia.
(c) Counties-Washington, Scott.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. 69.9T to M.P. 39.9T.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-Bris-

tol-M.P. 69.9T; Moccasin Gap-M.P. 39.9T.

Calverton-Warrenton, Va.

(a) Carrier's Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's Warrenton Branch, Eastern
Division.

(b) State-Virginia.
(c) County-Fauquier.
(d) Milepost--M.P. CIV-0.0 to M.P. CV-

8.9.
(e) Agency.or Terminal Stations-none on

Branch; traffic on Branch received and for-
warded through Culpeper-M.P. 67.4.

Climax-Ramseur, N.C.

(a) Carrier's Designation-Southern Rail-
way Company's Ramseur Branch, Carolina
Division.

(b) State-North Carolina.
(c) Counties-zGuilford. Randolph.
(d) Mlleposts-M.P. CR-0.0 to M.P. CR-

18.7
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none-on

Branch; traffic on Branch received and for-
warded through Liberty-M.P. CF-97.2.

Duncan-Sheb, N.C.

- (a) Carrier's Designation-Norfolk South-
ern Railway Company's Durham Branch,
Eastern Division.

(b) State-North Carolina.
(c) Counties-Wake, Chatham.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. DD-10.2 to M.P. DD-

36.0.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on

Branch; traffic on Branch received and for-
warded through Varina-M.P. VF-0.0 and
Durham-.P. DD-40.3.

Greenwood,-Piedmont, S.C.

(a) Carrier's Designation-Southern Rail-
way Company's Greenwood-Piedmont line on
Columbia-Belton-Greenville Line, Piedmont
Division.

(b) State-South Carolina.
(c) Counties--Greenwood, Abbeville, An-

derson.
(d) Mileposts-cdLP. V-85 to V-132.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-Green-

wood-M.P. V-82.4.

Marton-West Shelby, N.C.

,(a) Carrier's Designation-Southern Rail-
way Company's Marion-West Shelby line on
Camden-Marion Line, Carolina Division.

(b) State-North Carolina.
(c) Counties-McDowell, Rutherford,

Cleveland.
(d) -Mileposts-M.P SB-205.5 to M.P

SB-153.5
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations--Spin-

dale-M.P. SB-181.3; Marlon-MiP. S-99.9.

McDonough-Griffln, Ga.

(a) Carrier's Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's McDonough-Griffin line
on McDonough-Columbus Line, Georgia
Division.

(b) State-Georgia.
(c) Counties-Henry, Spaulding.
(d) Mileposts-M.P. 3.OM to LP. 15.0M.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-Mc-

Donough-M.P. 181.011; Griffin (Spaulding
Co.) -M.P. 18.5M.

Parr1sh-High Level, Ala.

(a) Carribrs' Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's Ensley Southern Branoh,
Alabama Division.

(b) State-Alabama.
(c) County-Walker,
(d) Mlileposts-MP. 0.OES to MP, 6.4ES,

.(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-Par.
rish-M.P. 839.5.

Category No. 3-Lines for which abandon.
ment or discontinuance applications are
pending before the ICC.

Albany-Cordcle, Ga, (Docket No. A-20
(Sub-No. 5))

(a) Carrier's Designation-The Georgia
Northern Railway Company and Southern
Railway Company's former Albany arid
Northern Railroad Line, Coastal Division,

(b) State-Georgia.
(c) Counties-Crisp, Worth, Lee, Dough-

erty.
(d) Mlleposts-M.P. 1.6AN to M.P. 34AAN,
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-Cor-

dele--M.P. 1.6AN; Albany-M.P, 34.4AN,

Albany Passenger Terminal Company (Dooiet
No. A1-118)

(a) Carrier's Designation-Albany Passen-
ger Terminal Company's entire line.

(b) State--Georgia.
(c) County-Dougherty.
(d) Mileposts-none-all In yard.
(e) Agency or Terminal Station-Albany

Passenger Terminal Company, station-
M.P. J-297.1.

Clayton-Ozark, Ala. (Docket No. AB-28
(Sub No. 1)

(a) Carrier's Designation-Central of
Georgia Railroad Company's Clayton-Ozark
line on Eufaula-Ozark Line, Alabama Divi-
sion.

(b) State-Alabama.
(c) Counties--Barbour, Dale.
(d) Mlleposts-M.P. 1-355.1 to M.P, I-

394.1.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stationr-Clay-

ton-M.P. L--356.1.
Diamond Springs-Shelton, Va.

(Docket No. AB-125 (Sub No. 1))

(al Carrier's Designation-Norfolk South-
ern Railway Company's Diamond Springs-
Shelton line, Virginia Beach District-North
Route.

(b) State--Virginia.
(c) County-Clty of Virginia Beach,

"(d) Mileposts-M.P. 7.2SN to M.P, 8.6SN.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on

line; traffic on line would be received and
forwarded through Norfolk-M.P. 0.OSN.

Dickerson Spur-Bayboro, N.C.
(Docket No. AB-125)

(a) Carrier's Designation-Norfolk South-
ern Railway Company's Bayboro Branch,
Eastern Division.

(b) State-North Carolina.
(c) Counties-Craven, Pamlico,
(d) Mleposts--M.P. BB-3.0 to MP, B1-

17.0.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations--none on

Branch, traffic on Branch received and
forwarded through NeW Bern, M.P. NB-31,.1,

Duboir,-Frencf Lick-Wcst Baden, Ind.
(Docket No. AB-26 (Sub No. 10))

(a) Carrier's Deslgnation--Soutliern Rail-
way Company's Jasper-French Lick Branch,
Western Division, and trackage rights over
Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company,

(b) State-Indiana.
(c) Counties-Dubois, Orange.
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(d) Mileposts--LP. 63.OEB to M.Y. 79.OEB:
trackage rights-i mile beyond M.P. 79.OEB.

(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on
Branch; traffic on Branch received and
forwarded through Jasper-M.P. 53.8EB.

Lock hart-Lockhart Junction, S.C.
(Docket No. AB-26 (Sub No. 7) )

(a) Carrier's Designation--Southern Rail-
way Company's Lockhart Branch. Piedmont
DivLlzon.

(b) State--South Carolina.
(c) County--Union.
(d) M leposts--M.P. LB-O.0 to M.P. LB-

13.6.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stations-none on

Branch; traffic on Branch received and for-
warded through Union-M.P. W-45.7.

Williamson-Roberta, Ga. (Docket No. AB-26
.(Sub Ho. 4))

(Docket No. AB-26 (Sub No. 4))
(a) Carrier's Demignation--Southern Rail-

way Company's Fort Valley Branch, Georgia
Division.

(b) State-Georgia.
(c) Counties-Pike, Upson. Crawford. Mon-

roe, Lamar.
(e) Agency or Terminal Stato -- Zebu-

Ion-M.P. 51.OFV; Roberta-M.P. 80.0PV.

[PRltoc.77-12685 Filed 5-4-7;8:45 am]
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